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By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of 75 or more laboring men
of Menasha, Wis., favoring retention of present duty on print
paper—ito the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief
of David MeGehee and William 8. Trader (H. R. 4451)—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of United Mine Workers of Windsor, Mo.,
favoring duty on crude oil not less than the present counter-
vailing duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Troy, N. Y., against
a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FOOHT : Petition of Pennsylvania Free Hide League,
favoring removal of duoty from hides—to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, petition of citizens of Mercersburg, Pa., and citizens of
Eighteenth Pennsylvania disirict, against a duty on tea and
coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Oronogo Cirele Mining Com-
pany, of Oronogo, Mo., favoring tariff on zine ore—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of National Liberal Immigration League, of New
York, relative to American misslonaries in Russia—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of American National Live Stock Association
and cattle raisers, against placing hides on free list—to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Landers & Sheehey, of Utiea, Ill., favoring
repeal of duty on raw and refined sugars—to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of British Columbia Mountain Lumbermen's
Association, against reduction of the duty on lumber—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles McCallis-
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of citizens of the ninth district of
Pennsylvania, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means,

By Mr, HAYES : Petition of numerous citizens of San Fran-
clisco, Cal., against duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : Petition of Croxall Chemieal
and Supply Company, of East Liverpool, Ohio, against proposed
duty on lithographic prints in ceramie colors—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the American China Company, of Toronto,
Ohio, against proposed change in the duty on decalcomania
transfer—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Gill Brothers Company, of Steubenville, Ohio,
for retention of present duty on carbonate of potash and glass-
ware—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of B. H. Richards and others, of Bellaire, Ohio,
against tariff duties on tea and coffee—io the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOWARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Elizabeth A. Galloway—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of Hon. John Lamb, of Virginia,
iairaying for a tariff on dog puer—to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

Also, petition of citizens of the Third Congressional District
of Virginia, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LANGHAM : Petition of Charles Battles and others,
against a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. LASSITER : Petition of citizens of Petersburg, Va.,
against a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of residents of Harvard, Nebr.,
against parcels-post and postal savings bank legislation—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of citizens of the Eighteenth
Congressional District of Pennsylvania, against a duty on tea
and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: Petition of citizens of the
Twenty-sixth Congressional District of Pennsylvania, against a
duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of electors of the Thirty-first Con-
gressional District of New York, favoring reduction of duty on
Canadian barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. REID: Paper to accompany bill for relief of W. H.
Hicks, administrator of estate of John Diehl—to the Committee
on War Claims,

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of 275 citizens of the Nine-
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teenth Congressional District of Pennsylvania, against a duty
on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: Petition of citizens of the Thirteenth
Congressional District of Pennsylvania, against a duty on tea
and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of residents of Bucks and Lehigh counties, Pa.,
giguinst a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr, SULZER: Petition of Jed, Frye & Co., of New York
City, for a reduction of duty on canned sardines—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Qastle Braid Company, of New York
City, relative to braid and dress trimmings—to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany
bill for relief of Willlam Ward—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. TOU VELLE: Petition of A. N. Wilson & Sons, of
Greenville, Ohio, against increase of tariff rates on cotton
hosiery and women’s leather gloves—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of 30 citizens of Ohio, against duty on tea and
coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, WILEY : Petition of residents of 8ixth Congressional
District of New York, against a duty on tea and coffee—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
Moxpay, March 29, 1909.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Edward E. Hale,

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Krax, and by
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT.

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. M. C. Latta, his
assistant secretary.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUBE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Honse had agreed
to Senate concurrent resolution 2, granting the use of the
Rotunda of the Capitol on the occasion of the removal of the
remains of Maj. Pierre Charles L'Enfant from the present rest-
ing place, the Digges farm, in Prince George County, Md., to
Arlington National Cemetery.

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY.

Mr. HALE. I move that when the SBenate adjourns to-day, it
be to meet on Thursday next.
The motion was agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE SESSION,

Mr. HALE. I offer the following resolution or order, and ask
for its consideration.
The resolution (8, Res. 12) was read, as follows:

Benate resolution 12.

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, no legislative business, except
the consideration of the census bill, ghall be transacted at the sessions
of the Benate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask that it may go over.

Mr. MONEY. Does it require unanimous consent? I wish
simply to ask a question about it. Would it prevent bills from
being introduced?

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the object of the resolution or
order is to carry out what I think is the general understanding
of the Senate, that no business shall be transacted at least for
the present except the consideration of the census bill. Sena-
tors are very busy; the sessions which we have twice a week
are very thin, because with the understanding that no general
business will be taken up Senators do not come here; there is
an immense amount of departmental business required to be
transacted as a new administration has come in; and many new
Senators, and old Senators for that matter, have said to me
that it would be a relief if the Senate would establigh the situa-
tion outlined by the resclution which I have introduced.
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I do not expect that its operation will extend over a great
Jength of time. The Committee on Finance is early and late
wrestling with the provisions of the tariff bill. It is not wait-
ing for the action of the House, but is proceeding upon .the
House bill as reported to that body, and it is the hope of the
committee that almost as early as the tariff bill reaches the
Senate that committee will be able to report. Of course when
that situation arises, and the Senate grapples with the tariff bill
nobody will want to consider any other business, and every
Senator representing, as he does, a constituency here, will have
his hands full of business.

So this resolution or order, if it shall pass, will only carry
into effect what I believe, from what has been said to me in my
talks wilh Senators upon both sides, is the general under-
standing.

Now, Mr. President, there are two ways of doing this. It
can be doné, as it has been thus far, by adjourning. over each
Monday and Thursday until the next Thursday and Monday.

Mr. MONIIY. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to
interrupt him there?

Mr. HALE. I am very glad to be interrupted. I .would be
glad to have any questions put that would bring out any light
on this subject.

Mr. MONEY.
not congent to let the resolution go over until Thm‘sdﬂy.
will be no business done to-day.

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. Mr. President, I am no more in-
terested in this matter than every other Senator.

Mr. MONEY. I know.

Mr. HALE. I am entirely willing to let it go over, and I
think it better at this time that it should go over.

Mr. MONEY. I think we generally agree with the Senator
from Maine, but there are a great many here who have bills
and petitions that they want to get rid of.

Mr. HALE. I was at fault undoubtedly in drawing the reso-
lution, that I did not except routine morning business, because
that will help business in the future. The introduction of bills
and their consideration before committees will help business
licreafter; it will help it in the long session beginning in De-
cember., The report of bills, which I seek to shut off, makes a
calendar here, and with it comes the interest of one Senator
and then another and of many Senators to take up special bills.

If the resolution goes over, which I think it is entirely proper
it should, I will, when the matter comes up, remedy in the con-
struction of the resolution what has been a fault of mine in not
excepting morning business.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. CULBERSON. I was in the rear of the Chamber when
the resolution was introduced, engaged in conversation, and
I did not hear it, as probably other Senators did not. I
will ask the Senator from Maine if he will not permit the Sec-
retary to read the resolution again at this point, so that we
may understand exactly what it is?

Mr. HALE. Certainly, I will.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will read the resolution.

The Secretary read as follows:

Resolved, That until otherwlse ordered,
cept the consideration of the census
gessions of the Senate.

Mr. HALE. The additional words “and the routine morn-
ing business” should have been inserted, so that bills can be
introduced and sent to the appropriate committees. I will
modify the resolution in that way, and then let it go over
until Thursday.

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to be heard before the resolu-
tion goes over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
to the Senator from Idaho?
Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. HEYBURN. When the resolution was read, I asked that
it might go over, in order that it might not be speedily adopted
without consideration. There is one matter before the Senate
that ought to be placed within the same class as the census
bill, It is the work of the joint committee on the revision
and codification of the laws. That committee is working
steadily, and will have the judiciary title ready to report in
the very near future. It seems to me to be particularly appro-
priate that the Senate should place the consideration of that
title within the same class as the census bill, so that it may

I was about to ask the Senator if he would
There

no legislative business, ex-

hl.lf shall be transacted at the

Does the Senator from Maine yield

receive consideration when we have leisure to give it consid-
eration.

It would not probably receive the same careful, deliberate
consideration at the next regular session of Congress that we
would be able to give to it at this session of Congress.

It is a peculiar work, not within the ordinary class of legisla-
tion. It is one where those who are lawyers will particularly
desire to be present and give it consideration. Perhaps there
may be other members of this body who will be inclined to
leave it largely to those who are versed in the law.

Before the resolution is adopted I desire that the Senate shall
consider carefully the question as to whether the door will be
open for the presentation of the report of the Joint Committee
on the Revision of the Laws. The other House is entitled to
be considered in determining whether that report shall be
brought before the Senate, because it is the work of a joint
committee of the two Houses,

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Idaho is undoubtedly sincere
in his statement and desires that the work of his committee
shall be made an exception to the general rule. Several chair-
men of committees have indicated to me a desire that im-
portant measures to come from their committees shall be ex-
cepted from this rule. There is important business to come
from the Joint Committee on Printing. I have said to the Sen-
ators who seek, as the Senator from Idaho does, to have bills
made an exception, that all that must be left to the Senate. If
we make a general rule and except none of the committees no
one can find any special fault.

But all this matter, Mr. President, goes over, and I wish
Senators would keep it in mind, so that we may have on Thurs-
day a reasonable number present to consider what shall be the
policy for the rest of the session until we feach the considera-
tion of the tariff bill.

The resolution or order does not, of course, interfere with
executive business in any way.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine
yield further to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. HEYBURN. I would also suggest that I may feel in-
clined to urge upon the Senate on the oceasion when this matter
is up for disposition, the importance of making the considera-
tion of the revision of the laws an exception.

Mr. DICK. Mr, President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. DICK. The term “legislative business” under our pro-
cedure here is a very broad one. May I venture to suggest
that when the resolution or order is amended it should be made
qlulteqspeclﬂc as to what we shall or shall not do in our ses
sions?

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator from Ohio is right. I have
already found that my original draft of the order is very im-
perfect. One good result of its going over is that if the reso-
lution or order is to pass there will be an opportunity to per-
fect it so that it shall carry out the reasonable intention of
this body. That is all I desire to accomplish. I shall eall it
up on Thursday next.

Mr. STONE. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr, STONE. I understood the Senator to say a moment ago
that in reframing his resolution or order he would except from
its operation what is called “routine morning business,” Re-
ports from committees——

Mr. HALE. No.

Mr. STONE. Reports from commitfees are a part of the
morning business. Is it the idea of the Senator to exclude
those?

Mr. HALE. Yes.

AMr. STONE. To prevent reports from being made?

Mr. HALE. That is the very thing.

Mr. STONE. That is the principal reason for the order?

Mr. HALE. That is the principal reason for it. My own
excuse for not having the resolution in better form is that I
am so occupied with the Committee on Finance, having just
left the committee room, where there are some thirty or forty
disaffected or dissatisfied Pennsylvanians, that I have not had
time to consider the form of anything that I write. I am not
able to write decent letters.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, the question
as to whether the Senate will consider any business is always
within the control of the majority of the Senate. It seems to

me that the only purpose of the resolution is to give Senators
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the opportunity to be safely absent from the Senate. My
observation has been that Senators do not need any encourage-
ment in that line.

Mr. HALE., It is undoubtedly the desire of a great many

Senators just now, and for the next two or three weeks, to at-

tend to other business, which they will not be able to attend to
when we begin to consider the tariff bill, for then we shall have
to have early sessions, late sessions, night sessions. The order

proposed is rather in accordance with the expressed feeling

of a great many Senators to me that they may not be obliged
to come to every one of the sessions that are now being held.

Mr. BACON. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to
say that the Senate Finance Committee is now having sessions?

Mr. HALE. Now. That committee has been in session early
and late, with the exception of the Democratic Senators.
Through an arrangement such as has always been made, it is
a subcommittee, consisting of the Senators who happen to sit on
this side of the aisle.

Mr. BACON. That is the particular point to which I desired
to ecall the attention of Senators. I understood the Senator just
now to say that the Finance Committee was very busily engaged,
and had been this morning engaged, with a very large number
of witnesses, some thirty-odd, before that committee. 7

Mr. HALE., You can hardly ecall them witnesses.

Mr. BACON. Well, persons who are here for the purpose of
giving information to the committee.

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is it

Mr. BACON. I was very much gratified by the statement of
the Senator, because I think that the committee ought to have
all the information it ean get. I have been under the erroneous
impression, from information whiech I had received, that the
Finance Committee was not in session, but that certain mem-
bers of the committee were taking this information, to the ex-
clusion of the Democratic Senators, who are not permitted to
have any participation in the meetings of the committee or any
enjoyment of the information which might thus be given.

Mr. HALE. The Senator is well able to give expression to
his feeling at being early, perhaps, displaced——

Mr. BACON. I am not a member of the committee,

Mr. HALE. I was going to say that I might have better
used the word subcommittee.

Mr. BACON. I understand it is usual, when subcommittees
are appointed, that both sides of the Chamber shall be repre-
sented on a subcommittee.

Mr. HALE. Not in a proceeding of the Senate on the tariff.
I will say, Mr. President, that this whole matter of the sub-
committee, consisting of Senators who sit on this side of the
aisle, was gone over with the Senators on the committee who sit
on the other side, who made no objection and said that they
understood very well that the course which had been pursued
heretofore would be taken now. When this subcommittee ar-
rives at a econclusion—If it ever does, and it hopes te do so ere
long—it will not attempt to report its coneclusions to the Senate
until a meeting of the entire committee has been held.

I am inclined to think that a subcommittee of Senators who
sit on the other side of the aisle is at the present time engaged
in some form of consideration of this matter, and that finally
when the two subcommittees pass over the space between them
and into one room and one committee meeting the subcommittee
of Senators on the other side of the aisle will have certain sug-
gestions to ‘make to the whole committee, which will be con-
sidered before it reports. But I ean say that what is being
done now is what has been done in the framing, I think, of
every tariff bill, so far as I know anything about them, since
the beginning of my service in this body.

Mr. BACON. What I want to ask the Senator is this: The
Senator states that a large number of persons are now before the
committee giving it information, whatever may be the character
in which they appear, whether as witnesses or as volunteers. I
wish to ask the Senator whether what those parties are now
saying to what he denominates the subcommittee is being taken
down stenographically, in order that all the Senators who be-
long to the committee may hereafter have the advantage of what
those persons present to the subeommittee?

Mr. HALE. Yes, Mr. President; we have a stenographer there
all the time, and when we tire one stenographer out another one
takes his place.

Mr. BACON. That being the case, does not the Senator think
when parties are thus giving information before the committee
the minority members, as well as the members of the majority,
should have the opportunity to eross-examine those witnesses?

Mr, HALE. It is a matter of convenience——

Mr, MONEY. If the Senator will permit me——

Mr. HALE. I wish to answer the Senator from Georgia.
But I will yield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr, MONEY. I was going to say that I am a member of the
minority of that committee, and we were not consulted abount
whether we were to sit and examine witnesses. We were told
about the arrangement, to which we assented. We did not
make any objections; we did net think it was worth while to
dissent. We were informed by the distinguished chairman
that the hearings would be taken down, and we were to have
the liberty to read them, of course. I am corrected by my col-
league on the committee [Mr. Tariarerro]. It was what the
committee thought was important that would be taken down.

Of course the minority is deprived of the privilege of question-
ing these so-called “ witnesses.” They are really parties in inter-
est who have come down here to look after what their interests
most desire, as has been the custom, I believe, heretofore. We
have had no opportunity whatever, and will have none, to shape
the hearings by any interrogatories we might put to these in-
terested witnesses. We have also been notified that they would
gemreadw to report just as soon as the House had completed the

We were also told that we could have such experts as we
desired, and read the testimony as taken down. I ingulired of
the chairman of the committee whether he had asked for the
use of a certain aceountant and expert in the Treasury Depart-
ment, whom I found very useful once in the Committee on For-
eign Relations on a reeiproeity treaty with France and in
treaties with other countries. He said “no.” I said we would
like to have him. He said we could have him. I asked the
Secretary of the Treasury for him, and he declined to give him
to the minority, but said if the eommittee requested it, then
we should have him. The chairman very readily asked the Sec-
retary of the Treasury that that man might be sent to us when-
ever we wished him.

So at last it is the majority providing for the minority not
only all the testimony, but all the experts, and we are at this
disadvantage—that we will not have time to confer, or debate, as
I understand it, with the majority when they are ready to report
to the Senate. I do not know that a great deal is going to be
lost by a failure to join with them in conversation, but a great
deal will be saved in time.

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly.

Mr. MONEY. As far as I am concerned, I will say, as one
of the minority, that I have ne expectation of joining in a sub-
stitute bill or anything of that sert. I will simply struggle to
have certain principles of taxation recognized by the Senate
when the bill comes into the Senate, and not by the committee,
because we know very well that we are here upon antagonistic
prineiples. It is the difficulty of agreeing upon those general
principles that I presume led the majority to take the bill into
their own hands to save time. I do not know that they have
acted badly in that; I will not say that they have; but I am
simply stating the disadvantage the minority labor under when
they have no experts except those whieh ean be granted as a
matter of courtesy on the part of the majority or of the Senate,
and we must go and ask for them, and we must take that
evidence which they themselves have shaped.

I want to say that, looking a Iittle bit over the testimony
taken before the Ways and Means Committee, there are many
questions that were asked by the minority, and many more that
could have been asked probably that would in some measure give
a better understanding of the motives that induce these witnesses
to come down here and testify. I do not know a single witness
in the interests of the great body of the consumers of this
country. But I do not want to go into that discussion here. I
wanted to let the Senate understand exactly the relation of the
minority to the coming bill.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. HALE. In one moment. The Senator from Mississippi,
in his characteristic way, has stated the question with entire
fairness. There has been no departure from the course that
has been pursued in the past. The Democratic members, if
I may use that term, were fully consulted, and both sides felt
that it was reasonable. The members who are now at work on
the bill have felt, as the Senator has said, that it is the proper
course for the expedition of the publie business, although it
does cut out what might be granted if we had all the time
in the world, the valuable privilege of the other side of cross-
examining. On the whole, considering the saving of time and
the importance of expediting the business of revising the tariff,
we believe that this is the meost fitting and the wisest eourse,

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator understand, if he will pardon
me, the Senator from Mississippi to say that the minority were
satisfied in being excluded from the privilege of examining the
witnesses?
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Mr. HALE. I leave that, Mr. President, to the impression
which the Members of the Senate received from the remarks
of the Senator from Mississippi. He did not say that he was
entirely satisfied; he was not, I think, called upon to make the
statement, but he stated the question with great fairness, and
disclosed in what he said just what was the attitude of the en-
Jire committee on this subject. I leave that to the impression
received by the Senate from the remarks of the Senator from
Mississippi.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr, HALE. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask the Senator from
Maine whether it has not been the custom for the entire com-
mittee #o participate in the examination of witnesses and the
securing of information essential to the framing of a tariff bill?
Is it not the fact that the exclusive action of the majority
party has related heretofore only to the framing of the bill itself
after the information has been secured?

Mr. HALE. No, Mr. President, I was not a member of the
Committee on Finance at the last revision twelve years ago,
but I was here and I was repeatedly before the committee. I
may be mistaken, but T am confident the same course was taken
then as now, with the exception that the consideration was even
narrower then than now, and that a subcommittee of five, I
think, upon only one side of the committee politically, considered
the whole subject, not only the conclusion to be arrived at, but
the hearing and examination of schedules; and not only was the
other side not called in, but the balance of the committee upon
the same side politically with the subcommittee were not called
in until the consideration had been completed and the form and
extent of the schedules fixed by the subcommittee. That, I
think, has been the general way. I do not think it is the ideal
way.

It is my recollection that the same thing was done and the
same course followed by the Senate when the other side of the
Chamber had the majority. It is felt and has always been felt
that it is better, it being in a way a political question, that the
majority, whichever it is, shall first have the opportunity to
perfect, so far as it may, its own policy on the tariff bill. That
is the practice in the Senate. It is different in the House.

Mr. NEWLANDS and Mr. CULBERSON addressed the Chair.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from
Maine yield?

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to continue my inguiry of
the Senator from Maine. I am not as familiar with the practice
of the Senate as the Senator from Maine is, because I was not
here when the Dingley bill and the Wilson bill were considered.
I was at that time a Member of the House.

1 call the attention of the Senator to the fact that the exam-
ination which is now being held is not an examination by a
committee of this body; that the hearings are not entitled even
to publication as a public document of thisbody; that the hear-
ings are purely voluntary hearings conducted by certain mem-
bers of this body without its authority; and that hence the in-
formation is absolutely under the control of a few individuals
and is not under the control of the Senate itself.

It seems to me that that is a bad practice, and that if the
practice has been pursued in the past it is a practice that
should be discontinued in the future. In the House of Repre-
sentatives, within my experience, the practice was entirely to
the contrary. I am aware that whatever party has been in
power it has been the custom of the majority party to frame a
bill and then call the committee together and submit the bill to
the entire committee, consisting of the members of both major-
ity and minority parties. That practice existed when the Dem-
ocratie party was in power and when the Republican party was
in power, and it is a practice which has existed only, I believe,
with reference to a tariff bill.

I have always regarded it as a bad practice, but when you
go beyond it and exclude the minority members of the committee
from participation in reaching the very sources of information,
it seems to me that we are only extending a bad practice, and
we not only exclude the minority members of the committee,
but we exclude the entire Senate from the very information
which is under the control of four or five members, acting
voluntarily.

It seems to me that this is a practice that ought to be dis-
continued. If I were a member of the minority of the Finance
Committee T would make a vigorous protest against it, and I
think it would be quite becoming in this body to make a pro-
test against it. The practice itself of framing the bill outside

of the committee by only a few of the majority members is a

bad one, but when you go beyond that and exclude the minority
members of the committee and the entire Senate from partici-
pation in the information within their command, it appears to
me that we are carrying a bad rule to a very bad extent.

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
the floor?

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
ELrINs]. 2 .

Mr. ELKINS. I have the floor in my own right, I think.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked the Senator from
Maine if he had yielded the floor.

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. ELKINS. Can I not get a chance to speak?

Mr. BACON. I want to call the attention of the Senator from
Maine to the fact that the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBER-
soN] asked the privilege of interrupting before the Senator from
West Virginia did.

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to have the floor in my own
right. Can the Senator from Maine get the floor, speak, then sit
down, and yield time to other Senators? I want to know when
he is through.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine [Mr.
Hare], as the Chair understood, had not yielded the floor, but
was sitting during the period that he had temporarily yielded
the floor to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newranps]. The
Senator from Maine now yields to the Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. ELKINS].

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I agree with my brethren from
the South that it is a most extraordinary proceeding that a
Senate committee is in session holding hearings with the minor-
ity of the committee excluded. I have never before heard of
such a method of making a tariff bill being adopted in the
Senate. g

Mr. GALLINGER. It has always been adopted.

Mr. LODGE. It has been adopted every time a tariff bill
has been considered.

Mr. ELKINS. If this is the case, then how does the minority
have any chance to set forth the claims of their people and
their great industrial interests and defend them against dis-
crimination. Why have minority members on the Finance Com-
mittee if they are excluded from the hearings and the making
of a tariff bill? I want to know where they have any show
unless they join New England in securing free trade or low
duties on all southern products and the highest protection for
New England products.

That is what I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts wants,
as also the distinguished senior Senator from Maine and the
chairman of the Finance Committee. I was told in a somewhat
semiconfidentinl way that the part of the Finance Committee
now in session in the new Office Building of the Senate would
have no hearings; that nobody and no interest would be allowed
to be heard and present their case. I ask, “ Might a Senator
not be permitted to be heard?” I was told he did not know,
but I might be permitted to do so if I would just come under
the yoke, be good, be obedient, and promise to report every
morning- at a certain place to which all roads in the Sen-
ate lead, and there get instructions, I might be heard and have
a chance to defend the interests of my State. I then asked if I
promised all these things, in addition to being heard before the
Finance Committee, would I have a chance, perhaps once a
week, in open Senate to make a motion to adjourn? He said,
“You might get permission once a week to move to adjourn.”

Mr. President, I come from the South, was reared and edu-
cated amongst her people. For two hundred and fifty years my
ancestors were born and lived on the soil of that grand old
State—Virginia.

I love the South, her people and interests are dear to me, and
I will defend both as long as I have a voice in this body.

I consider again, as in the long past, her interests and prop-
erty are to be put in jeopardy by hostile influences now in con-
trol of the Senate, and here and now I stand ready to resist
these sinister influences and defend southern interests.

I sympathize with my brother Senators on the other side of
the Chamber in their efforts to serve their people and will join
hands with them and stand for the protection of the interests
and industries of West Virginia and the South. They have not
had a fair chance in Congress in fifty years. The southern
Republicans—there are four of them in the Senate——

Mr. PERKINS. Six.

Mr. ELKINS. Yes; there are six, counting the able Senators
from Delaware. Not one of these Senators has been per-
mitted to go on the Finance Committee, and now we are told
that this same austere, resistless, remorseless, and dominating
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power has excluded the minority, the Democratic members,
from hearings before the committee or helping make the tariff
bill, although they are an integral part of the committee. It
seems it has been determined by the powers that control the Sen-
ate that the South shall not now, at the end of forty years of
unjust treatment in tariff matters, have a Republican member of
the Committee on Finance, but that even the Democratic mem-
bers of the committee shall not take any part in making the
tariff in the committee. I admit that I want to make the tariff
a little different from what my brethren on the other side wish
to make it; but whatever our differences may be on policies and
economic questions, West Virginia and the South only want fair
treatment in framing a tariff bill, affecting industries, interests,
and property valued at twenty thousand millions of dollars, and
I will do my best to see that they get it. I see some signs in the
South of encouragement in the direction of protection, at least
for the articles that the South produces and raises. 1 hope th!s
may go on, and the South, through her able statesmen on this
floor, learn to ask and demand the same protection that other
portions of the country enjoy. She pays her portion of the high
duties that afford protection. Why not have the benefits that
follow ?

Mr. President, this whole tariff proceeding in the Senate looks
like a kind of secret war against the South and southern in-
terests and industries. The five Members from the South on
the Finance Committee, able, loyal, and distingunished states-
men, by reason of their traditions and their professed faith,
have to vote with New England for free trade, or a very low
tariff, on southern products, when that question comes up and
submit not only to high protection on all New England products,
but worse than all this, as consumers pay the high duties levied
to protect these products. This has been going on for forty
years since the Morrill tariff bill. In effect, New England says:
“You poor, miserable, deluded people of the South and Sena-
tors, go on and vote for free trade or low duties, stand by
your principles, and we will be good fo you and give you free
trade or low tariff on your products, which is our raw material,
and we will have the highest duty put upon the manufactured
articles we produce and you buy.” Strange to say, for forty
years the South and portions of the great West have in this
way been cajoled and imposed upon by New England.

Mr. President, it looks as if the Finance Committee was fash-
joned to keep the South for the next forty years in that thral-
dom and subjection to free trade or low tariff on her products
that has so long obtained. The dominating force in the Senate,
the ruling power, was not satisfied with twvo Members on the
Finance Committee from New England, but added another to fill
a vacancy from the great State of New York, making three,
while the South and the great Middle West were denied repre-
sentation on that great committee.

The South has not a Republican Member on the Finance
Committee. Now, we are told by the distinguished member of
the Finance Committee from Maine that the Republicans on the
committee are now hard at work with the three Members from
New England, eight in all, in the committee room making a tariff
for a continent holding 90,000,000 people. I was never more
surprised when I heard this statement from the Senator from
Maine. There must be some time when one can be heard before
the full committee; for instance, in a hearing before eight mem-
bers of the committee five might be against what I propose and
three favor it, and I would lose, but if the five Democrats
were present with the three Republicans my proposition would
carry and be a part of the bill as reported to the Senate. It is
a greant advantage to have an item reported favorably in the
bill, In effect this method of procedure would allow five mem-
bers a minority to make and report the bill to the Senate. If
the Finance Committee can do this, why not every other com-
mittee of the Senate?

I suppose when the bill comes from the other House it will
be sent to the Finance Committee. Then there will be some
sort of method found to report it back in a few days, giving the
minority Members from the South and friends of southern in-
terests no sufficient time to consider it. Then it will be rushed
through the Senate under some other method or practice that
we do not understand. In this way neither the Democratic
nor Republican Members from the South will have a fair oppor-
tunity to be heard in an effort to do the South justice in making
the tariff.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. ELKINS. I yield.

. Mr. CLAPP. I simply want to put in the Recoep the as-
surance of the perfect innocence of the relation of the Senator
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to any method of rushing measures through the Senate.
[Laughter.]

Mr, ELKINS. Mr. President, I do not know how it is done,
but New England manages, somehow or other, to control and
shape things all the time in the Senate. It has dominated this
Senate and, indeed, Congress for forty or fifty years. Yet I
can say most heartily that I am proud of New England. I do
not wish to do injustice to her truly wonderful people and am
willing always, here and elsewhere, to do them full justice and
help protect their interests and industries. I do not forget that
New England gave the ideas and thoughts that shot the rebellion
to death and saved the Union.

I know, however, as a matter of history, New England has
joined with the South on all occasions to have free trade or low
tariff on what the South produces, thereby, from an economic
standpoint, injuring her interests. During the last forty years
Congress has taken from the South, in the way of taxes,
three or four thousand million dollars to pay for protec-
tion to manufactured products, and the South has gotten noth-
ing in return; worse, the South has been compelled to pay
duties the same as if it were a foreign country and imported
New England and Eastern products. Protection has been the
backbone of the Republican party for fifty years. Without
protection the Republican party could not have succeeded so
often in electing the President and Congress, and the chief
reason for Democratic failure during all this time is because
it has opposed protection, while the majority of the people
have favored it. I know when I say this that southern
statesmen have, as a matter of principle, agreed to all this,
but the time for a protest is at hand. The South recognizes,
though tardily, that protection is the policy of the Ameri-
can people and of this Government, and as long as this is the
case her people and her industries should share in the benefits
of this protection, and the time is at hand when southern states-
men should, and I think will, claim and demand that share of
protection they are entitled to by reason of the high duties the
people of the South are compelled to pay. We have reached a
point, owing to our reckless extravagance in government ex-
penditures and the expanding needs of the Government, where
we must raise large revenues, sufficient, if duties are properly
adjusted and distributed to afford ample protection to all Ameri-
can industries. Then why should not southern statesmen insist
on a fair share of this protection they help pay for, to help
southern industries?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. ELKINS. I am glad, however, to feel that after forty
years of mistakes and doing just what Republicans have desired
them to do the southern Senators and the Democratic states-
men on the other side of the Chamber are beginning “to take
notice,” and are ready to stand by southern industries as never
before.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. ELKINS. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The statement of the Senator
from West Virginia is most astounding. I desire to ask the
Senator whether the Senate is to understand that the Com-
mittee on Finance are now framing a free-trade measure?

Mr. ELKINS. No; not at all. I did not say that. The
Senator from Michigan is mistaken, but need not be astounded.
He will get over it. The able Senator is always right and alive
to the interests of his people. [Laughter.] I want to astound
ithe Senators from New England on the Finance Committee, but
I can not do it. I said the Senator from Maine [Mr. HarLe] said
that a portion of the Finance Committee was having hearings
and framing a tariff bill. This is all the information I have,
but I regard it as authentie, coming as it does from the leader of
the Senate.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the bill is in the nature of a
free-trade measure, which I doubt, I should think, in the
interest of the country, that Senators who are not members of
the Committee on Finance ought to organize in favor of an
acceptable protectivestariff bill, :

Mr. GORE. Mr. President

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Oklahoma ?

Mr. ELKINS. I do.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I desire to suggest fo the Sen-
ator from West Virginia that when the majority of the com-
mittee finally agree, possibly the minority will be called into
consultation,
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I understand that that course was pursued in another branch
of Congress. The Senator suggests that the South has had very
little opportunity in the other House in the consideration of the
tariff bill. I desire to correct the Senator with reference to that
statement. I am relilably informed that when the majority
agreed as to what the bill should be, the minority was afforded
an opportunity to deliberate and to confer with them, and that
they occupied in that deliberation and in the revision of the
measure as prepared by the majority fourteen minutes. That is
the opportunity which was given them. [Laughter.]

Mr, ELKINS. Iagree with the Senator from Oklahoma, but I
do not want that to happen in the Senate, and Democratic Sena-
tors should see to it that it does not happen; they will have help.

Mr. President, this is a serious matter. The South has
about twenty-four million of people out of the ninety millions of
this mighty Republic. I do not know how many New England
has—six millions, I believe.

The South has one-fourth of the wealth of the United States.
From 1870 to 1904 the taxable value of property in the South
increased 339 per cent; in the remainder of the Union 812 per
cent. Her railroads increased 382 per cent; balance of the
country, 312 per cent. From this splendid showing the South
should be consulted somewhere in the making of a tariff as to
what taxes should be paid, what duties should be levied, and
what amount of protection should be guaranteed the industries
of the South.

I can understand how New England is now traveling in the
‘direction of low tariff or free trade on articles she does not
produce and why it is to her interest to do so. I can under-
stand why her statesmen, who are amongst the ablest that have
ever appeared in the Senate, sympathize with my Democratic
brethren on the other side of the Chamber on low-tariff or free-
trade propositions. The people of New England want and need
free trade in what they call raw materials and their Senators
and Members of the House can not emancipate themselves from
their environment; they have to respond to the sentiment and
wishes of their constituents. New England does not produce
what is called “ raw material,” which is often the manufactured
and finished product of the South and West. She wants raw
material free or as low as she can get it, so as to make as cheap
manufactured goods as possible and at the same time enjoy pro-
tection at the hands of the Government, so that the profits and
fortunes of her trusts and people may be swollen at the expense
of the whole people.

Mr. President, for my part, I believe in a fair, just, and
equitable revision of the tariff, advocated by the President and
demanded by the Republican platform; not high duties on some
products and low duties or none at all on others, but as near
as may be on all industries and products alike, having regard to
the difference in cost of production in this and other countries,
thus making lighter the burdens of taxation and at the same
time protecting American industries and the American wage-
earner.

I believe in good wages and am opposed fo everything that
tends to reducing wages. I believe in making the tariff, the
ultimate consumer should be considered. I believe in taxing
wealth, not poverty. I believe in making the necessaries of life
not dear and high, but as cheap as possible in the interest of the
poor people. I do mnot believe the tariff should be so made as
to take money from the people to enrich the trusts; I do not be-
lieve the trusts need help; they can and always do help them-
selves; but I do know the American wage-earner, American
industries, and the interests of the people do need all the help
they can get.

I am for that protection which protects all industries alike.
I am not for protection in spots, but protection all around,
treating all industries as to levying duties and taxation as near
as may be fairly and alike; this would be a fair revision of the
tariff. I stand with President Taft and the Republican platform
and his promises as our candidate in the campaign, which was
that the people should have a fair, equitable, and just revision of
the tariff. Such a tariff wounld not only raise sufficient revenue,
but afford sufficient protection to our home industries and
lighten the burdens of taxation., Take notice—the majority
in the next House depends on carrying out the Republican
platform and doing justice to the whole people. Of late the
American people have gone mad with extravagance and the
Government wild with reckless expenditures. Both should stop
and the most rigid economy should begin in every department
of the Government. New England says coal is raw material
when we send it for use to her factories. When coal comes to
the mouth of a mine and is ready for shipment, it becomes a
manufactured product as much as New England’'s manufactured
products and is not a raw material. Iron ore the same, In the

ground it is raw material; when ready for shipment it becomes
a manufactured product. A tree in the forest is raw material,
but when it is cut down and put into sawed lumber it becomes
a manufactured product. Cotton in the field is raw material,
‘When gathered and baled ready for shipment it becomes a manu-
factured product. Wool, when ready for shipment, the same. Now,
these so-called “ raw materials ” should have no lower duties im-
posed upon them than manufactured products of other sections.
More people are employed and more money expended in pro-
ducing lumber, coal, iron ore, hides, cotton, and wool than in
manufacturing these products into other arficles. Then why
not afford them the same protection as afforded to other manu-
factured products? Why diseriminate? Why make a differ-
ence? Omne industry should under the law be as sacred as
another. Protection and the tariff should maintain some sort
of relation in an equal way to all products of the country and
not have a distinetion made, as has always been the case against
the products of the South and West, in favor of some sections
and against others. We want no mountain peaks and depres-
sions in the tariff. We must stand by the President and the
Republican platform and make a fair tariff—a just revision.
Thank heaven, we have a President who wants to encourage and
help the poor South and lift her up, and he is doing this every
day, and both Republicans and Democrats in Congress should
ﬁ:lr{)d‘and sustain him in this portion of the great work he has in

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? -

Mr. ELKINS. I do.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Waest
Virginia has in better words than I have ever employed argued
the tariff question very lucidly and convineingly, to my mind.
I want to remind the Senator, however, when he is delivering
his lecture to New England, that there are some Senators repre-
senting States of New England who are all-around protection-
ists precisely as the Senator asserts that he is, and that when
he talks about New England having changed its attitude and
being prepared to-day to argue in behalf of free trade he is
doing a great injustice to at least a portion of the men who
represent New England constituencies. I do not think New
England has yet come to the point when she is going to change
her protection policy for a free-trade policy. If the Senator
from West Virginia will only possess his soul in patience until
the tariff bill, which is now being considered and that will
hereafter be considered, is reported to this body, I think he will
find that he is quite mistaken in his assertion that it will be,
even for New England, a free-trade bill.

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I am glad to say I agree in the
main with the Senator—and there are only a few New England
Senators who, I fear, will stand for low duties on southern
products and high protection on what their people manufacture.
Now, mind you, I do not want to say these Senators willingly
want to do injustice, but the interests of their constituents com-
pel them to stand for New England interests, and this hurts
the interests of the South—but these few govern. It is this that
brings on a conflict of interests between sections of the great
Republic which nothing but broad statesmanship ean reconcile
on a basis of fairness and justice. I have something to say here
in behalf of the many important industries of my wonderful
State and those of the South, and I say it because this is the best
way that I know of to reach the Finance Committee. They are
holding their meetings, according to the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. Bacon], and this is concurrred in by the Senator from
Maine [Mr. HaLE].

Mr. CLLAY. May I ask the Senator a question?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. ELKINS. I do.

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator from West Virginia undertake
to say—I am not aware of what is the situation—that the ma-
jority of the Finance Committee of the Senate is having hear-
ings daily in regard to the tariff bill? I presume they have
taken the bill that is in the House with a view of amending it,
and that other Senators are not to have access to such hearings?

Mr. HALE. Mr. President——

Mr. ELKINS. I yielded to the Senator from Georgia, and I
do not see that it is the time of the Senator from Maine to
intervene.

Mr. HALE. But I was going to ask the Senator from West
Virginia to allow me to answer the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. ELKINS. But the Senator from Georgia asked me the
question.

Mr. HALE. Answer it, then. You can answer if,
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Mr. ELKINS. You see, Mr. President, you can not move
or speak here but what New England wants to answer for you.
[Laughter.] This contest between the South and New England
has been going on ever since the time of Webster and Hayne.
You can not speak as to standing by a southern interest but
what New England is right up and ready to contest. You can
not make an appeal for the South but what New England is
right here to oppose it with its three able members on the
Finance Committee while the Republicans from West Virginia
and the South have none. That is what I am trying to talk
about and to make plain, and this is precisely what I mean to
oppose.

Now, I will answer the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray].
Here is an able Senator, though a sort of a free frader, yet he
wants justice for his great State and for the South. I was
told—the Senator was not in the Chamber when I stated it be-
fore—I was told

Mr. HALE. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine yielded——

Mr. HALE. No, Mr. President; I have not yielded the floor.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine yielded to
the Senator from West Virginia. 5

Mr. HALE. Yes; I yielded to the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, but I did not yield the floor.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine, as the
Chair understood, yielded to the Senator from West Virginia
without limit, and the Senator from West Virginia still has the
floor.

Mr. ELKINS. And I am trying to enjoy it. [Laughter.]

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator, at least, is enjoying it.

Mr. ELKENS. I hope the Senator from Maine will possess
himself in patience, and try to learn the lessons of justice and
fairness in his leadership of the Senate. From his great and
powerful pesition in this body he can not afford to be unjust.
Injustice can not last; it works its own destruction. If there is
any place where there should be justice and fairness it is in the
Senate of the United States.

The Senator from Georgia has asked me a question, and I am
going to reply if the Senator from Maine will allow me to do so.

Mr. HALE. I will wait.

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from Georgia, as I understand,
asks if the Finance Committee are holding hearings. I only
know what I was told here by the Senator from Maine this
morning, that they are, or, rather, that a certain section, the
Republican section, of the committee are now holding hearings.
The minority members are not present, he admitted, but in due
geason the minority and the majority would get together, and
then consider the bill. I believe this is a fair statement of
what the Senator from Maine said, and what is now going on
in the making of a tariff bill. How long the minority would be
allowed to consider the bill the Senator from Maine did not say.
I do know, however, that as to the hearings and what experts
gay the Senate will never know, except as members of the
Finance Committee may see fit to tell the Senate.

Mr. CLAY. Now, with the Senator’s permission, my under-
standing from the newspapers—I do not know it to be true—is
that when the tariff bill was framed in the House the Ways and
Means Committee held hearings for days and weeks and months,
and those hearings were printed daily, and Senators and Rep-
resentatives had access to them. 8o far as I am concerned, I
have found this tariff bill and all other tariff bills I have tried
to study very complicated affairs, and if the Committee on
Finance, or a part of the committee, is daily having hearings in
regard to different schedules, certainly those hearings ought te
be printed and copies ought to be given to each Senator, if he
desires them, with the view and purpose of understanding what
changes the Committee on Finance intend to make when the
House bill gets here.

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me to answer——

Mr. CLAY. I will let the Senator answer right there,

Mr. ELKINS. I want to know if I lose my right to the floor.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator yielded to the Senator
from Maine.

Mr. ELKINS. No; I did not yteld to the Senator from Maine,
I want to answer the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. HALE. The Senator from West Virginia——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia
has the floor. He yielded to the Senator from Georgia and de-
clines to yield to the Senator from Maine,

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President——

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from Georgia if he will let me
answer his question?

Mr, CLAY. Certainly; I have no objection.

Mr, ELKINS. Do I lose my right to the floor?

The VIOE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia has the
floor, and temporarily yields to the Senator from Maine.

Mr. HALE. I am very glad that the Senator from Georgia
has brought up the gquestion. There is no mystery about the
course being pursued by the Senators who are considering the
tariff bill. There are nc public hearings, as there were in the
House, but the chairman of the committee and the members of
the committee have advised every Senator who has approached
the subject that if he desired to appear before the committee or
bring any constituent or constituents before the committee, he
could have that opportunity. In the interest of the expedition
of the public business, there are not public hearings, open to
large numbers of men and to audiences and all of the consid-
erations that take up time, but any Senator who desires to
appear before that committee will be welcomed, and any sugges-
tions that he or any of his constituents may make will be re-
ceived. Those who have appeared there were brought in in
that way.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the Senator from Maine to
say that any Senator may -appear while this present inquiry is
going on before the subcommittee of the majority of the Com-
mittee on Finance?

Mr. HALE. No; before the entire majority. The portion of
the committee that is considering this subject has no subcom-
mittee,

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand, then, that the majority of
the Committee on Finance, representing the Republican party, I
will say, to be clear——

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is what it is——

Mr. CULBERSON (continuing). Are now considering the
tariff, and any Senator may appear there. I will ask him if it
is not a fact that the minority of that very committee is ex-
cluded ?

Mr. HALE. Oh, well, that we have all been over. It is ex-
cluded for the time being from its deliberations, but it is not
excluded from appearing, making suggestions, and bringing
parties in that are interested in the tariff bill.

Mr. CULBERSON. 8o far as that particular matter is con-
cerned, it is not very important. The most important thing
about it, so far as the minority of the committee is concerned,
is that they should be present and hear the testimony and cross-
examine or make inguiries of witnesses themselves, rather than
submit to ex parte examination along protectionist lines.

-Mr. HALE. That we have already gone over, and I will not
repeat it. That is being done, as it has always been done, in
every tariff bill.

Mr. CLAY. With the permission of the Senator, right there
the point that I wanted to make is this: I presume the majority
of the Finance Committee is having daily hearings, with a view
and purpose of completing the tariff bill at as early a date as
possible after it comes to the Senate.

Mr, HALE. Yes.

Mr. CLAY. Now, Mr. President, does not the Senator think
it just, proper, and right that the hearings in regard to the
different schedules that are under consideration should be
printed daily and that each Senator should have access to them,
with a view and purpose of aiding Senators in understanding
the bill after the Finance Committee shall have completed it?

Mr. HALE. That is a new question, which the committee has
not considered. I do not think that has ever been done.

Mr. CLAY. Otherwise, I would say to the Senator, those of
us who are not members of that committee would not have the
information necessary to aid and assist us in examining the
new bill, for I presume it will practically be a new bill. The
House hearings we could read every day, and see what they
were, and they have been a great deal of aid to many of us in
understanding the bill pending in the House.

Mr. HALE. Those were public hearings. The course now be-
ing pursued is the same that has always been pursued in the
consideration of tariff bills.

Mr. BACON. In that particular does the Senator assert that
heretofore in either the Senate or the House—I will say the
Senate—there have been hearings where witnesses were-ex-
amined, from which hearings the minority were excluded? I
am not speaking of the deliberations of the majority; I am
speaking of their hearing witnesses. Has that ever occurred
before?

Mr. HALE. That depends upon what the Senator calls
“ hearings.”




468

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MArom 29,

Mr. BACON. I am talking about where you have parties
coming before a portion of the committee, giving information
and views and arguments with reference to the framing of a
tariff bill.

Mr. HALE. The same thing has been done heretofore when
I was not a member of the Finance Committee that is being
done now. I have appeared before the committee with a con-
stitment——

Mr. ELKINS. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia
will state his point of order.

Mr. ELKINS. I want to know who has the floor?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia is
entitled to the floor; but the Senator from West Virginia tem-
porarily yielded the floor, as the Chair understood.

Mr. ELKINS. Baut only temporarily. Now, I do not want to
lose the right to speak.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia
can reclaim it at any time.

Mr. NELSON. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota will
state his point of order.

Mr. NELSON. Except for the purpose of asking a question,
there is no such thing in the Senate as yielding a portion of one
Senator’s time to another.

Mr. ELKINS. I understand that to be so.

Mr. NELSON. Such a rule prevails in the other House, but it
can not prevail in the Senate and never has prevailed here.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands.

Mr. NELSON. When a Senator has the floor, he can yield
for a question, but he can not parcel out the time to other
Senators.

Mr. ELKINS. I understand that to be the rule of the Sen-
ate. Now, I should ke to proceed with my remarks.

Mr. RAYNER. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland will
state his point of order.

Mr. RAYNER. I call for the regular order.

Mr. ELKINS. The regular order is the resolution.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has gone over until
Thursday, under the objection of the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
HEeYBURN].

Mr. ELKINS. I want to discuss the resolution.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho objected
to the present consideration of the resolution.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

Mr. ELKINS. I want to speak on the resolution. I desire t
finish my remarks. .

Mr. LODGE. The resolution has gone over.

Mr, ELKINS. If New England will allow me to go on, I
want to reply to some eriticisms made by the Senator from
Maine and some statements he made.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair begs to inform the Sen-
ator from West Virginia that the resolution has gone over until
Thursday, under the objection of the Senator from Idaho, and
that all the discussion that has taken place has been under
unanimous consent, theoretically, at least. Now, objection has
been made, and therefore the discussion is ended. The Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] moves that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of executive business.

Mr. SCOTT. I eall for the yeas and nays on the motion.

Mr. ELKINS. 1 should like to finish my remarks. Such a
thing as cutting off a Senator in the midst of his remarks has
never been done nor attempted before in the Senate.

Mr. SCOTT. It is not fair to take my colleague off the floor.

Mr. MONEY. I rise to inguire whether or not we are to
have a morning hour?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has not entered upon
the consideration of morning business.

Air. RAYNER. Mr. President, I will withdraw the point of
order, if the Senator from West Virginia desires to finish his
retnarks.

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to finish my remarks.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Lopce] has moved that the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of executive business,

Mr. ELKINS. T hope the Senator will not press that motion.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The gquestion is upon that motion.

Mr. CULBERSON. On that motion I demand the yeas and
nnys.

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Massachusetts did not have
the floor for the purpose of making that motion.

Mr. ELKINS. I was on my feet,

Mr. LODGH. Mr. President, the resolution went over, and
all this debate was out of order. The Senator from Maryland
made an objection. That ended the debate.

ﬁr. %YDIET{%-R. IAnd then I wit?drg: t.g: objection.

r. am speaking of what not of what
has been done since. Paan
“];lr. RAYNER. I had a right to withdraw the point of
order.

Mr. LODGH. Any Senator can renew it; and I will renew
it, if necessary.

Mr. MONEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. What has
become of the morning hour?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been
entered upon.

Mr. MONEY. Then I demand that we go on with the morn-
ing business.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Lobee] has already moved that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive business.

Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he
will not withdraw his motion?

Mr. CULBERSON. On motion of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts, I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on a point of order, I under-
stand that the regular order has been ealled for. The regular
order is the morning business, as I understand.

Mr. MONEY. That is it.

Mr. LODGE. In that case, of course, I withdraw the motion
to proceed to the consideration of executive business. I was
not here early, and did not know that morning business had not
been concluded. :

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts
withdraws his motion. The order of business is the presenta-
tion of petitions and memorials.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I have not heretofore wit-
nessed a proceeding of this kind in the Senate. The Senator
from West Virginia [Mr, Erxins] had the floor and was ad-
dressing the Senate. A point of order was interposed and the
Senator temporarily discontinued his remarks. That point of
order was subsequently withdrawn, the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, during the pendency of the point of order, still insisting
that he held the floor.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator forgets that the regular order was
demanded.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Lopee] thereupon interposed a motion to proceed to
the consideration of executive business. The Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Ray~Ner] withdrew the peoint of order. Now, I
concede that technically, in that juncture, the Senator from West
Virginia was deprived of the floor; but, while assenting to that
propesition, I do insist that such a discourtesy has not hereto-
fore been offered a Senator within my observation. I certainly
hope that the Senator from Mississippi will withdraw his demand
for the regular order, to the end that the Senator from West
Virginia may conclude his remarks.

Mr. MONEY. I certainly will do so. I did not understand
the situation. I understood that we were about to go into ex-
ecutive session without transacting any routine morning busi-
ness. I had no desire in the world to cut off the Senator from
West Virginia; on the contrary, I was very much enjoying
his remarks, and he can continue just as long as he pleases,
and I will be here to hear him.

Mr. CARTER. Myr. President, it is an unwritten rule—a
rule that all Senators have observed, and it has not been neces-
sary to write it—that no Senator should be ruthlessly taken
from the floor while addressing the Senate, and I realized
fully the Senator from Mississippl would, upon being advised
of the exaect parliamentary situation, withdraw his demand for
the regular order, as he has done.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that the
debate has been proceeding by unanimous eonsent, theoretically,
Objection was finally made. That ended the debate, whereupon
the Chair announced that the resolution went over until Thurs-
day, and announced the regular order of business to be the pres-
entation of petitions and memorials.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I desire to have it distinetly
understood that my remarks are not to be taken as in any
manner reflecting upon the actions of the Chair. The Chair
had no course whatever to pursue save the course pursued by
the Chair. The matter of courtesy rested with the Senate. It
rests with the Chair to enforce the rules of the Senate when any
Senator demands that they be enforced, and that the Chair very
properly did.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order of business now is the
presentation of petitions and memorials.
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Mr. BACON. I hope the Senate may consent that the Senator
from West Virginia proceed.

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to finish my remarks. I may
not be here on Thursday.

Mr. HALE. I hope there will be no objection to the Senator
from West Virginia going on.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator
from West Virginia proceeding with his remarks? No objection
is heard. The Senator from West Virginia.

Mr, ELKINS. I am delighted that the portion of New Eng-
land represented by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] allows
me to speak in the Senate, although his distinguished colleague
[Mr, Lopce] would cut me off and not allow me to be heard.
[Laughter.] I do not mean to say this as applying to all New
England Senators.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right.

Mr. ELKINS. I rejoice in the greatness and history of New
England. She leads in culture, musie, literature, and art; she
leads in great ideas and lofty ideals, in education, in great seats
of learning, and in everything that makes American civiliza-
tion grand and glorious; but when New England, or any por-
tion of New England, or three Senators from New England on
the Finance Committee, or the Finance Committee as a whole,
try to hinder, destroy, impair, and set back the progress and
prosperity of the great State of West Virginia and the South by
denying both fair representation in making a tariff and impos-
ing duties I stand here to object, whether my colleagues and
brethren from the South on the other side do or not.

Mr. President, such a procedure as has been followed in this
case is unknown and unheard of. That it should come from
New England is evidence of what I am trying to say to the
Senate, that in the making of the tariff bill the South is to
have but little show. It is known that some of the Repub-
lican Senators from the South, known to be protectionists,
did their best to become membars of the Finance Committee.
They begged, appealed, and implored fo be put on it; but
there was a New England chairman of the caucus committee;
there was a New England chairman of the Finance Commit-
tee, and he was made chairman of the committee on commit-
tees; and then there was another New Englander put on the
committee on committees. These three, with some other Sen-
ators here—strong Senators, and men I admire and respect—
were also put on the committee on committees. Can this sort
. of procedure and leadership in the Senate of the United States
last? This is one place where there should be justice and fair
dealing between Senators, sections, and States.

Not satisfied with two members, New England gets a third
in the person of the distinguished senior Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Lobce], one of the most accomplished and able
statesmen of his time, not to fill a vacancy from Massachusetts
but from New York. What is this for? What does it all
mean? My brethren on the other side of the Chamber had
better open their eyes and not keep on voting with New England
to impose high duties on the products of New England, which
the southern people purchase at high prices, and on what they
produce impose low or no duties. There is no surer way of re-
tarding the progress and prosperity of the South.

Let us see how the Finance Committee is fashioned and made
up, and then we can understand where the South is coming out
in the making of the tariff. I hope it is not a violation of the
proprieties of the Senate to read the names of the members of
the committee——

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. :

Mr. ELKINS., I did not have any voice in selecting this
committee. I could not get on the committee., In the first
place, it is something to a Senator’s credit, in the State and the
country at large, to be on the Finance Committee. It is a eer-
tain promotion. Besides, it enables a Senator to look out for his
own State and section. Naturally, therefore, I do not want three
Senators from New England to be put on that committee to the
exclusion of Republican Senators from my State and the South.

Then again, Mr. President, I wanted to be on the Finance
Committee, or have my colleague [Mr. Scorr] or some Repub-
lican Senator from the South to speak and protest against high
Jduties for the Hast and New England and low duties for the
manufactured products of the South. That is why I wanted
to get on the Finance Committee, apart from the personal inter-
est I had. But our appeals were not heard, and, now, as consti-
tuted, the South has not a solitary Republican member on the
Finanee Committee, which will deal with questions affecting not
only her interests but the interests of 90,000,000 people.

I want to call the attention of the Senate to another matter.
Here is the great Middle West, where each State is an empire in
itself. You could put New England down fifteen or twenty

times in that vast country. But the Middle West has no repre-
sentation on this committee.
Mr. HALE. Mr. President——

WMr. LODGE. What does the Senator call “the Middle
est?”
Mr. ELKINS. I will tell the Senator if he will give me a

chance. [Laughter.]

Mr. LODGE. I should like to know——

Mr. HALE. Mr. President——

Mr. ELKINS. Now, you see two New England Senators at
a time interrupting me when I am trying to answer a question
one of them asked. [Laughter.]

Mr. LODGE. I asked a guestion, and I should like the Sena-
tor to answer it.

Mr, ELKINS. I will name the States of the Middle West.
I am sorry the Senator does not know the geography of the
country, living in New England, but it is far away. I readily
excuse the Senator.

Mr, LODGE. Call the Middle Western States, as yon de-
scribe them.

Mr, ELKINS. I call Colorado and the Dakotas, Wyoming,
the great State of Iowa, that has for twenty-five years had a
representative on the Finance Commitiee, and now has none,
although the State has two able and distinguished Senators in
this body, one of them of long experience in the House and the
Senate, one of the foremost orators and statesmen of his time,
Why could he not be made the successor of his dead
the mighty Allison, always just and fair as a leader on this
floor? Be it said to his memory he was a great protectionist
and knew no sections but the whole country.

Mr. LODGE. Let the Senator name the Middle Western
States that he says have no representation on the committee.

Mr. ELKINS. Iowa has none.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Mo-
CumszEr], who sits next to me, is a member of the Committee on
Finance.

Mr. ELKINS. One of the Dakotas does not mean both.

Mr. LODGE. You can not have a member of the Finance
Committee from each State.

Mr. ELKINS. No; but New England can have three, where
the Senators can speak to each other from their front porches
in the morning and be easily heard, at least on the phone.
[Laughter.]

I do not stand here for the South alone, but for the Middle
West. Why is it that, although for twenty-five years the State
of Towa has had representation on the committee, this time her
appeals were strangled, as were those of the South, West Vir-
ginia, and Jowa? I name Kansas, Minnesota, Nebraska, Mis-
souri, Ohio, and Wisconsin—great States, great empires, puis-
sant nations. How is it possible that the Senator from Massa-
chusetts did not know these great Btates were in the Middle
West? They can not get representation on the Finance Com-
mittee. Michigan, fortunately, had one member, a great states-
man, but if she had not I doubt if she would have secured one.
New England then might have taken four.

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. LODGE. And Illinois also has a
member. .

Mr. ELKINS. Illinois has one, and I am proud of him. Illi-
nois is a great State, the third in the Union. Is it possible that
these two New England Senators are jealous because Illinois
has a member on the Finance Committee? He is a grand old
Republican, a protectionist, and stands for a fair tariff,

Mr. GALLINGER. That is three.

Mr. ELEINS. Yes; I can count that much. [Laughter.] Let
us see how this looks. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
ArpricH] is chairman of the Finance Committee.

Mr. GALLINGER. And a good chairman.

Mr. ELKINS. None abler; none more adroit and more
alert. Then comes the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate]. And
then there is the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobee].
There were two Senators from New England on the committee
before. Why did they add a third? Was it not enough to have
these two able men, the greatest leaders the Senate has had in
twenty-five years, full of experience and the highest ability,
alert as tigers, dominating the Senate? They had a monopoly.
Why should they take in another partner? [Laughter.] I do
not know why—to fill a vacancy not from New England, but
New York.

Mr. President, where is the great State of New York in this
transaction? New York, with 9,000,000 people and a greater
manufacturing State than all of New England put together
and one-third more population, is mot represented. I ventured
to remark—and I am not a new Senator, either—that New York
was not heard. I was told, “ Never you mind about New York,
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New England will take care of New York.” I said, “ New Eng-
land has got her hands full now.” However, New York was not
given representation on the Finance Committee, although there
was a vacancy on the committee from the State of New York.
And think of denying that great State representation on the
Finance Committee, great and leading in every way, but most of
all in the experience, ability, and high character of her two most
able, distinguished, learned, and brilliant Senators, known all
around the world as great men and great statesmen. This
passes all understanding. Then comes the Senator from Michi-
gan [Mr. Burrows], the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper], and the junior
Senator from California [Mr. FrLinT].

Mr. President, look how far they kept away from the South
and Middle West in selecting the Committee on Finance—Cali-
fornia, North Dakota, Utah—just as far from the South as they
can well be without locating one in Alaska and the other two in
Canada. Then New England, with her three members, as far
away in one corner of the Republic as she can be. Now, as to
the personnel of the committee, I have not one objection. They
are all good men and able Senators and my personal friends
whom I admire, but as much as I like each and all I would have
preferred having one member from the South and one from the
Middle West.

Mr, KEAN. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly.

Mr. KEAN. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact
that he has failed to mention Pennsylvania, which is pretty
close to West Virginia.

Mr. ELKINS. Yes; and I am glad this great State has a
member in the person of one of the ablest and best Members of
the Senate. What point, however, I may ask, is there in that?
What do you mean by that? I know Pennsylvania is close to
my State. I do not see that throws any light on the sub-
Ject. 1If the Senator wants to help New England and he always
does——

Mr. KEAN. He is merely a member of the committee,

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I understand and appreciate the
solicitude and the anxiety of the South about her industries and
her prosperity. She has just about emerged from the condition
of a conquered people from the awful demoralization, destruction,
and disaster following the greatest war in the tide of time. A
great future is before the South and her wonderful and liberty-
loving people. All the South needs is a fair show in making
the laws affecting her indusiries. Her people have suffered and
been tried as no other people have been. She has been chastened
by fire, poverty, and the sword, and now stands forth in her new
life and strength asking no favors but simple justice.

The personnel of the Finance Committee, as I said before, is
as good as it could be. The members are able, hard working,
good Republicans. But I would feel better if they hiad some of
the same kind of Republicans from the South and some from
the Middle West or some nearer to the South.

I think I understand the situation. New England has to be
helped. So far as concerns maintaining her industrial position in
the country the committee, in fashioning a tariff bill, will
respond to her wishes. This means thousands of millions
of dollars to the people of the South, if the South could only
see it from a purely economic point of view ; southern statesmen
should stand by the South—I do not mean to abandon their
traditions altogether—but in whatever is good for the progress
and industrial interests of the South, and if the country is to
have protection, let the South get her share.

The natural tendency of things is that New England should
want what it ealls “ raw materials * free. But what it calls “ raw
materials” are the manufactured products of the South and
West; and the great statesmen from New England, though de-
giring to do justice, can not emancipate themselves from their
environment. They respond to it and the interests of their con-
stituents, and naturally the highest kind of duties are put
upon manufactured articles—hosiery, cotton goods, gloves,
shoesg, cutlery, and so forth—with a small duty on cotton, wool,
lumber, coal, iron ore, and wood pulp. This low duty is a sop
to the South, in order that it may come in and agree to the new
bill. Why should there not. be a reasonable duty on every
product of the South, as well as the products of other sections,
having due regard to condition and loecality?

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yleld to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. ELKINS. I do.

Mr. TALTAFERRO. I should like to ask the Senator where
this bill gives any duty on cotton?

Mr. ELKINS. I supposed it would, but I find it does not.

Mr. TALTAFERRO. Cotton is a raw product. There is
not a cent on it, that I have heard of.

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator is right; great injustice has
been done the cotton interests of the South. It is in the in-
terest of New England to have all manufactured goods—cotton
goods, woolens, glass, needles, button hooks, machinery, shoes,
cutlery—protected. It is to their interest to get what they call
the *“ raw material” free or as low as they possibly can. The
people of New England want free coal, free hides, free lumber,
free iron ore, and free cotton, low duties on steel and pig iron.
Now, if the Democratic statesmen of the Bouth see that pro-
tection is the rule and policy of the country, and they can not
help it, why not as Senators stand and demand a fair share for
the products of the South; otherwise the South must fall be-
hind in her industrial progress.

I do not mean to say the representatives from New England
are going to vote for free raw materials in every case. If I
were a New Englander I would want free lumber, iron ore, coal,
wool, and cotton. The Senate is a body that can not afford to
be unfair. Why should there be three members, able Senators
as they are, put on the Finance Committee from New England,
and the whole South, with 24,000,000 people, excluded from
membership?

Mr. President, this is not fair, and this injustice will not
endure forever in the Senate, in iny judgment. The appeals of
the Middle West and the South for membership on the Finance
Committee were not heard, I predict they will be heard some
day.

Mr. GALLINGER. Some of us do not think so.

Mr. ELKINS. I honor you for that.

Mr. HALE. We are very much against it.
Mr. ELKINS.
lumber and pulp.

Mr. GALLINGER. New Hampshire joins Maine.

Mr. ELKINS. New Hampshire is generally right and her
very able Senators always right.

Mr. President, I thought this was a suitable opportunity to
make an appeal for a fair and just revision of the tariff and
place before the Senate what I think has been an injustice to a
tremendously growing part of this Republic. The South to-day
is in matural resources theé richest part of this Union, the
West is growing in mining, manufacture, and agriculture as
well; and why these two great sections should be excloded
from the consideration of this bill in the Finance Committee I
can not tell, and I can not understand. I have heard no ex-
planation whatever for this strange proceeding, When the
time comes to consider a bill repurted by the Finance Com-
mittee, it will be difficult for a Senator to be heard intelligently
on this floor. The committee collects data and holds hearings of
which we have no knowledge, documents which we have never
had a chance to see. Then there are experts waitinng upon them
now, I understand—three or four—detailed tv inform the com-
mittee.

We have no opportunity to know what these experts say.
We are not represented on the committee. I mean by sections.
All the States, I know, can not be represented on the committee,
But I insist again and again that a fair distribution would
give the South at least one member and the Middle West an-
other member or two members.

I omitted to mention the great State of Wisconsin. What
has become of that State, with able Senators on this floor—able
to defend it and to speak for it? Wisconsin has no part in the
tariff, except through speeches and persuasion on the floor of
the Senate.

It is an immense advantage, Mr. President, for a section of
the country to bave a member on the Finance Committee. If
it is not so important, why put three on from New England?
Why was that so important and the Middle West entirely over-
looked? I hope the Senator from Maine, the next time he comes
into the Chamber—after he gets the usual adjournment and
fixes matters to suit the workings of the majority of the Fi-
nance Committee—will be able to inform us and to draw a reso-
lution acceptable to the Senate, and that Senators and the great
interests of all sections of the country may be afforded a fair
hearing before the Finance Committee in making the tariff.

Mr. GALLINGER. The regular order, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded.
The regular order is the presentation of petitions and memo-
rials.

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to say a word.

I certainly am.
I will say for Maine that she is sound as to
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The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from West Virginia
asks unanimous consent that he may proceed. Is there objec-
tion? The Chair hears none.

Mr. RAYNER. Will the Senator from West Virginia permit
me to introduce morning business? It is necessary for me to
leave the Chamber.

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly.

Mr, MONEY. I wish to ask the Senator from West Vir-
ginia to consent to wait on us while we introduce some bills, I
should like, myself, to hear the Senator, but I am anxious to
introduce some measures and have them referred.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Mississippi? No objection is heard.

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION,.

Mr. MONEY. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask that
it be read and lie on the table until it shall be called up, and
also that it may be printed in the REcorp.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears none.

The joint resolution (8. J. R. 9) directing the Attorney-Gen-
eral to submit to the Supreme Court all information avail-
able bearing on the validity of the fourteenth amendment of the
Constitntion of the United States, was read the first time at
length, as follows:

Senate joint resolution 9.
trhereas the ends of justice and obedlence to law allke reguire

‘ —
“ When the riﬁht to vote at any election for the cholee of electors
for President and Vice-President of the United States, Representatives
in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of the State, or the
members of the legislature thereof is denied to any male inhabitants of
such State being 21 years of age and citizens of the United States,
or in any way abridged, except for participation in the rebellion or
other crime, the basls of representation thereln shall be reduced in the
proportion which the number of male ci shall bear to the whole
number of male citizens 21 years of in such State "—
if the fourteenth amendment to the Constltution of the United States
containing the above provision is valid and binding and the privileges
and immunities conferred ‘b{ sald amendment should cease if said
amendment is not valid and

Whereas the official Journals o
pentatives of the United States of the Thirty-ninth and Fortieth Con-

sses show that there was neither a two-thirds vote of said two

ouses nor yet a three-fourths vote of the Btates In ratification of
the congressional action, as defined and required by Article 5 of the
Constitution ; and

Whereas the questions as to the wvalidity of sald amendment can
now only be determined by the Supreme Court of the United States,
and have never heretofore been iclally considered or decided; and

Whereas It is hi hI{ important that any doubts on this subject
should be removed his manner, to the end that future legislation
on this subject m:}ly be E.ll;ded by such decision: Therefore it is hereby

Resolved, ete., That Attorney-General of the United States be,
and hereby directed to submit all information avallable on this
subject to said Supreme Court in_an approprlstm
sald court may review the same and determine wh said amendment
is valld and binding.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from
Mississippi is that the joint resclution be printed in the REcomp
and lie on the table for future action.

Mr. MONEY. To be called up.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is that the Senator’s request?

Mr. MONEY. That is the request.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

Mr. HEYBURN. I rise to object to the second reading of
the Joint resolution.

Mr. GALLINGER. It has not been read the second time.

Mr. HEYBURN. I want the objection to appear in the
RECORD.

The VIOCE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution was not read
the second time. It was read at the request of the Senator
from Mississippi, and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, and
to lie on the table.

Mr. HEYBURN. I object to its being printed in the REcorp,

Mr. GALLINGER. The joint resolution having been read,
the Senator can not object to its appearing in the Rrcomp.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes in the Recorp as a matter
of course, having been read.

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request was that the joint
resolution should lie on the table for future action. Is there
objection to that request?

Mr. HEYBURN. Before the matter passes I desire to do
what may properly be done in the premises to prevent any
action, even the receiving of the joint resolution.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution was received
out of order and has been read, and therefore goes into the
Recorp. The request was that it should lie upon the table for
future action, not after it had been read the second time, but
before,

ceeding, so that-

Mr. HEYBURN. Had the contents of the joint resolution
been known, unanimous consent would not have been given even
to its being received out of order, and inasmuch as its contents
could not have been known until the instrument was read the
objection should apply as though made to the reguest for
unanimous consent.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It seems to the Chair that the joing
resolution having been read in full, and no objection having
been made at any period during the reading, it must go into
the RECORD.

Mr. MONEY. Will you allow me to say a word on that
point? What difference does it make to the Senator from Idaho
or anybody else whether or not it is done by consent? I could
do it in the regular order. But I presented it now simply in
order that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] might
proceed. I could have stopped him by an objection. I could
put it in in regular order, whether anyone consented or not.
I need not have asked the consent of anybody.

Mr. HEYBURN. I am well aware of the full rights of the
Bent::tor from Mississippi under the rules in regard to the
matter.

Mr. MONEY. I did not think the Senator was, from his
remarks.

Mr. HEYBURN. I merely desire that the Recorp shall show
that the joint resolution was received without notice by the
Senate, and that it does not go into the Recorp by unanimous
consent. J

PUBLIC LANDS IN IDAHO.

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask leave to present a concurrent resolu-
tion of the legislature of Idaho. I ask that it may be printed
in the REecorp.

Mr. MONEY. I object to the printing in the Recomp. I do
not know what it is.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I ask that it may be read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reading
of the resolution? :

Mr. MONEY. Yes; I object.

Mr. HEYBURN. I take it there is no valid objection to the
reading of a resolution of a state legislature.

Mr. MONEY. I make no objection whatever. I merely
wanted to show the Senator how easy it is for anybody to ob-
ject to anything.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr, President, I do not desire a suggestion
of that kind to appear in the proceedings of this body without
any response at all. The remark of the Senator from Missis-
sippi was doubtless ecalled forth by the objection which I made
to the introduction into this body of a joint resolution caleu-
lated to attack the amendments to the Constitution of the
United States that were proposed, made, and ratified by the
loyal element of the United States at a time when it was
proper to make and adopt those resolutions; and mever, so
long as I am a member of this body, will such a joint resolu-
tion receive any consideration that I can prevent.

I have no personal feeling whatever in the matter; but I
have not forgotten the lessons of loyalty to the Government of
the United States, and I will, if the question comes before this
body for more extended and responsible consideration, make
my position so plain that no Senator, not even a Senator upon
the other side of the body, will deny my right or the justice of
my cause,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi with-
draws his objection.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

(Certificate of certified copy.)

BTATE OF IpAHO, DEPARTMENT OF BTATE.
I, Robert Lansdon, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of
senate concurrent resolution No. 8, by the judiciary committee, which
ras ﬁia% in this office the 9th day of March, A. . 1909, and admitted
0 record.
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and afixed the
at seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this
3d day of March, A. D. 1900.
[sEAL.] RoBERT LANSDON
Becretary of Ftate.

Senate ecomcurrent resolution 8. By the judiciary committee.

Be it resolved by the legislature of the Btate of Idaho:

Whereas by an act dated July 3, 1890, Congress granted to the State
of Idaho about 3,000,000 acres of public lands, including sections 16
and 36 in every township of the State, for the support of common
schools and in aid of warlous public institutions, with the right where
sections 16 and 36, or any part thereof, had n sold or otherwlse
disposed of by or under the authority of any act of Congress to select
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other lands equivalent thereto in legal subdivisions of not less than one
quarfer section and as contiguous as may be to the section in lieu of
which the same was taken; and

Whereas bg an act dated August 18, 1804, Congress granted to the
State of Idaho the right to apply for the survey and withdrawal of
townships of public lands then remaining unsurveyed, and that such
townsh[}:s should be reserved upon the filing of the application for said
survey from any adverse appropriation by settlement or otherwise, ex-
cept under rights that might be found to exist of prior inception, for a
period to extend from such anlimtion for survey until the expiration
of sixty days from the date of the filing of the township plat of survey
in the proper district land office ; and, pursuant to said act of Congress,
the Btate of Idaho made application for the survey of a large number
of townships of public lands within the State of Idaho for the purpose
of selecting the guota of lands donated the State; and

Whereas the President of the United States has, h{ proclamations,
established certain forest reserves within the State of Idaho embracing
more than 28 per cent of the total area of the State, including sections
16 and 36, aforesaid, and the Department of the Interior has, by rules
and regulations, denied the right of the State of Idaho to perfect its
selections of Eubllc lands in townships now included in the forest re-
serves, but which were not included within the forest reserves at the
time of the State's application for the surve

thereof ; and
Whereas approximately 1,000,000 acres o

lands so donated to the
State of Idaho have not been selected and there are not sufficient un-
appropriated public lands within the State of Idaho outside such forest
reserves of the value of §10 per acre to enable the State to make selec-
tion thereof ; and

Whereas the State board of land commissioners of Idaho have here-
tofore pretended to renounce the title of the State of Idaho to certain
gections 16 and 36, amounting to more than 200,000 acres, and an-
nounces its intention of using such relinquished lands as a basis
for makilt_lg selections of other public lands, and such action of the
state board of land commissioners was not authorized by any act of the
legislature of the State of Idaho and was in violation of the express
Ee:rints of the admission bill and the constitution of Idaho: Therefore

Resolved, That the State of Idaho hereby groclaims, declares, and as-
serts its ownership and title to all sections 16 and 36 In every township

ranted by the United States to the State of Idaho and not heretofore
isposed of by the State in accordance with the donation act and the
constitution and laws of the State of Idaho: Be it further

Resolved, That the state board of land commissfoners is hereby re-
gulreﬂ to insist upon the right of the State to complete and perfect the

tate's selection of public lands in the forest reserves where the State
made application for survey Erior to the creation of such forest re-
serves, and that the board take all necessary proceedings to establish
such right in the State: Be it further "

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby memorial-
ized to require the Department of the Interior to ascertain what por-
tions of sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest
subdivision thereof, in an{ township may be mineral lands, and to cer-
tify the same to the State of Idaho, so that the State may select in
legal subdivisions an equal quantity of other unatpgropriated lands in
said State in lien thereof for the use and benefit of the common schools
of said State: be it further

Resolved, That the Representatives of Idaho in Congress be, and they
are hereby, directed to aid the state board of land commissioners in
establishing the right of the State to complete and perfect its title to
publie lands in forest reserves, initiated by filing an application for the
survey thereof : Be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state forthwith transmit a copy of
this resolution to each Representative in Congress from the State of
Idaho: Be it further

Resolved, That the state board of land commissioners and the legal
department of the State of Idaho is hereb§ advised to take such steps
as will bring about an earl[y determination by the Supreme Court of the
United States of the gquestion of the rights of the State to the sections
16 and 26 included within forest reserves as hereinbefore stated.

I hereby certify that the above senate concurrent resolution No. 8
originated in the senate chamber of the legislature of the State of Idaho
during the tenth session.

F. A. BaAW,
Becretary of the Senate.

The above senate concurrent resolution No. 8 passed the senate on the
2d day of March, 1909.

L. H. SWEETSER,
Pregident of the Benate.

The above senate concurrent resolution No. 8 passed the house of
representatives on the 4th day of March, 1909.

PAUL CLAGSTONE,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Madison, Wis., praying for the repeal of the duty on hides,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Poynette,
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors in prohibition
districts, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented. memorials of sundry citizens of Vernon,
Rock, Dane, Sauk, and Cranford counties, all in the State of
Wisconsin, remonstrating against the importation free of duty
of tobacco and cigars from the Philippine Islands or other in-
sular possessions of the United States, and also against the
repeal of the present duty on tobacco imported from foreign
countries, which were referred to the Committee on Finance,

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Osseo,
Augusta, Melrose, Chaseburg, Genoa, Stoddard, River Falls,
New Richmond, Stanton, and Deer Park, all in the State of
Wisconsin, remonstrating against any reduction of the import
duties on barley, wheat, or other grains, which were referred to
the Committee on Finance,

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Neenah,
Wis., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Kaukauna, Wis.,
remonstrating against the repeal of the duty on print paper and
wood pulp, which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. HEYBURN presented a paper to accompany the bill
(8. 40) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette Piatt,
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Local Lodge No.
720, Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, of Nashua, N. H.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to create a national
reserve in the State of Wyoming for the care and maintenance
of the American elk, which was referred to the Committee on
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Ellsworth, Conn., praying for the passage of the so-called
“rural parcels-post” and “ postal savings banks” bills, which
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 97, of
Portsmouth; of Local Lodge No. 720, of Nashua; and of Local
Lodge No. 876, of Laconia, all of the Benevolent and Protective
Order of Elks, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the
enactment of legislation to create a national reserve in the State
of Wyoming for the care and maintenance of the American
elk, which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva-
tions and the Protection of Game,

EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGEAPHER.

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce,
reported the following resolution (8. Res. 15), which was re-
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate:

Benate resolution 15.

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce or any sub-
committee thereof be, and the same is hereby, authorized to employ a
stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, to report such
hearings as may be had on bills or other matters ﬂenmng before said
committee, and to have the hearings, bills, and such papers and docu-'
ments as may be deemed necessary printed for the use of the committee,
gnd ‘t:hat guch stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the

enate.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first and
gecond times by unanimous consent, and referred as follows:

By Mr. SCOTT (by request) :

A bill (8. 820) authorizing a resurvey of the interior of tha
east half of township 3 south, range 86 west from the sixth
principal meridian, in Eagle County, State of Colorado (with an
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. RAYNER:

A bill (8.821) to provide for the appointment of an additional
district judge in and for the district of Maryland; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MONEY :

A bill (8. 822) for the relief of the estate of William Joslin,
deceased ; and

A bill (8. 823) for the relief of Louis T. Barnes; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

A bill (S. 824) granting an increase of pension to John F.
Davis; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. BURNHAM :

A bill (8. 825) providing for the promotion of assistant pay-
masters in the navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 826) for the relief of Frances Gurley Elderkin; to
the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 827) granting an increase of pension to Martin V.
Worden ;

A bill (8. 828) granting an increase of pension to John Ryan;

A bill (8. 829) granting an increase of pension to Horace
E. Russell ;

A bill (8. 830) granting an increase of pension to George W.
Rowe;

A bill (8. 831) granting an increase of pension to Orrin W.
Reed; and . J
A bill (8. 832) granting a pension to Mariette Roach; to the
Committee on Pensions. :

By Mr. GALLINGER :

A bill (8. 833) for the erection of a monument to the memory
of Gen. John Sullivan; to the Committee on the Library.

A bill (8. 834) for the relief of Walter F. Rogers, executor
of the estate of Sarah Edwards; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia. .

A bill (8. 835) to refer to the Court of Claims the war claims
of the State of New Hampshire; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 836) authorizing the purchase of a site for a build-
ing for the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the United
States; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
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By Mr. HEYBURN :

A bill (8. 837) authorizing the county commissioners of Mal-
heur County, Oreg., and Canyon County, Idaho, and the Cham-
ber of Commerce of the town of Ontario, Oreg., to construct a
bridge across the Snake River at the town of Ontario, Oreg.; to
the Committee on Commerce.

A Dbill (8. 838) granting an additional pension to soldiers who
were confined in confederate prisons during the war of the re-
bellion (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 839) granting an increase of pension to John B.
Lydick (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dill (8. 840) granting an increase of pension to Eclgnr A.
Kent; and

A bill (S. 841) granting a pension to Amelia Xandry, to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM :

A bill (8. 842) granting an increase of pension to Jacques
Lapp (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 843) granting an increase of pension to William D.
Tanner (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill 8. 844) granting a pension to William J. Clark (With
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 845) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Ross
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 846) granting a pension to Jennie Simpson;

A bill (8. 847) granting an increase of pension to Matthew
Paul;

A bill (S. 848) granting a pension to James C. Sellers;

A bill (8. 849) granting an increase of pension to James W.
Nelson ;

A bill (8. 850) granting an increase of pension to Charles H.
Wilsey ;

A Dbill (8. 851) granting an increase of pension to Frederick
H. Williams;

A bill (8. 852) granting an increase of pension to Charles I.
Crouch ;

A bill (8. 853) granting an increase of pension to Oliver
Hand ;

A bill (S. 854) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Faught
(with an accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 855) granting an increase of pension to Mary E.
Elwood (with an accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 856) granting an increase of pension to Mahala A.
Brumley ; to the Committee on Pensions, -

By Mr. BULKELEY :

A bill (8. 857) granting a pension to Isabella 8. Hull;

A bill (8. 858) granting an increase of pension to Charles H.
Lester;

A bill (8. 859) granting an increase of pension to John Fagan
(with accompanying papers) ;

_ A bill (8. 860) granting an increase of pension to Hiram
Buckingham (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 861) granting an increase of pension to William
Ford (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

A bill (8. 862) to reimburse John G. Foster and Horace M.
Sanford (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Claims.

A bill (8. 863) to correct the military record of John AL
Miller (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 84) to correct the military record of John Oates
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. ELKINS:

A bill (8. 865) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, widow,
and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased ; and

A bill (8. 866) for the relief of the heirs of John 8. Chenoweth
(with the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CRAWFORD :

A bill (8. 867) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture
station at Dell Rapids, 8. Dak.; to the Committee on Fisheries.

By Mr. BACON:

A bill (8. 868) for ascertaining the feasibility and probable
cost of constructing a canal from the Tennessee River, at or
near the city of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, to the
navigable waters of the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia,
by which there will be furnished adequate water communication
by the shortest and most practicable route between the Atlantic
Ocean and the navigable waters in the rivers of the Mississippi
Valley; to the Committee on Commerce.

A bill (8. 869) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-cultural
station for the hatching and propagation of shad upon or near
the seacoast in the State of Georgia; to the Committee on

A bill (8. 870) to parole United States prisoners, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

A bill (8. 871) for the relief of heirs of Gunther Peters, de-
ceased ;

A bill (8. 872) for the relief of James Peek;

A bill (8. 873) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Per-
kerson, deceased;

A bill (8. 874) for the relief of Mary Perkinson ;

A bill (8, 875) for the relief of the heirs of J. 8. Perkerson,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 876) for the relief of the heirs of James Peek, de-
ceased ;

Aselt)lm (8. 877) for the relief of heirs of Gabriel Parks, de-
cea

A bill (8. 878) for the relief of the heirs of Larkin Nash, de-
ceased ;

A bill (8. 879) for the relief of heirs of Duncan Murchinson,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 880) for the relief of the heirs of Willis Miller,
deceased ;

A bill (8, 881) for the relief of heirs of Charles P. McLain,
deceased ;

Ase?lm (S, 882) for the relief of heirs of Solomon Kemp, de-
ceased ;

A bill (8. 883) for the relief of the heirs of William Kile,
deceased ;

A bill (S. 884) for the relief of the heirs of John M. King,
deceased ;

A bill (S. 885) for the relief of heirs of James M. Lawrence,
deceased ;

A bill (S. 886) for the relief of the heirs at law of John G.
Lawton, deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 887) for the relief of the heirs of Elisha Lowry;

A bill (8. 888) for the relief of the heirs of Elisha Mashburn,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 889) for the relief of the heirs of Anderson May-
field, deceased ;

A bill (8. 890) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Ellen Me-
Allister, deceased ;

A bill (8. 891) for the relief of the heirs of William McCon-
nell, deceased ;

A bill (8. 892) for the relief of heirs of D. M.
deceased ;

A bill (8. 893) for the relief of the estate of Abraham M.
Weaver, deceased ;

A bill (8. 894) for the relief of Mary Wellmaker;

A bill (S. 895) for the relief of the heirs of William Wil-
moth, deceased;

A bill (8. 896) for the relief of P, A. Wingate;

A bill (8. 897) for the relief of the estate of Willilam F.
Youngblood, deceased ;

A bill (8. 898) for the relief of Jesse J. Bull;

A bill (8. 839) for the relief of B. C. Green;

A bill (8. 900) for the relief of the estate of James Hart, de-
ceased ;

A bill (8. 901) for the relief of the heirs of William H. Har-
vill, deceased ;

A bill (8. 902) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Jackson
Higginbotham, deceased, and others;

A bill (8. 903) for the relief of the heirs of Matthew Hig-
ginbotham, deceased;

A bill (S. 904) for the relief of Jane Holbrook;

A bill (8. 905) for the relief of heirs of James Johnson,

MeCurry,

deceased ;

A bill (8. 906) for the relief of the heirs of James Jordan,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 907) for the relief of heirs of Mark M. Shipp,
deceased ;

A bill (S. 908) for the relief of heirs of Zebudee Slaton, de-
ceased ; d

A bill (8. 909) for the relief of Burrel C. Smith;

A bill (8. 910) for the relief of the heirs of Lawrence Smlth

deceased ;

A bill (8. 911) for the relief of the heirs of Blueford D.
Smith, deceased;

A bill (8. 912) for the relief of heirs of John W. Stallings,
deceased ; :

A bill (8. 913) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Summer-
lin, deceased ;

A bill (8. 914) for the relief of the heirs at law of Allen
Tarver, deceased ;

A bill (S. 915) for the relief of the heirs of A. K. Tribble,

deceased ;
A bill (8. 916) for the relief of Walter Wadsworth;
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A bill (8. 917) for the relief of the heirs of Robert IL
Walthour and Taylor Walthour, deceased;

A bill (8. 918) for the relief of the heirs of Mary E. Wash,
- deceased ;

A bill (S 919) for the relief of heirs of James Watts, de-
ceased ;

A bllll (8. 920) for the relief of heirs of William Fenn, de-
ceas

A bill (8. 921) for the relief of the heirs of John Fisher,
- deceased ;

A el{)illl ( S. 922) for the relief of heirs of Wiley Franks, de-
ceased ;

Aetgll (8. 923) for the relief of the heirs of Noah Fugate, de-
ceased ;

A bill (8. 924) for the relief of heirs of W. M. Gamel, de-
ceased ;

A bill (8. 925) for the relief of heirs of William R. Poole,
deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 926) for the relief of Mary A. F. Preston;

A bill (8. 927) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Hannah
Pruett, deceased;

A bill (8. 928) for the relief of heirs of Willlam B, Quinn,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 929) for the relief of Micajah Rasbury;

A bill (8. 930) for the relief of George T. Reeves;

A Dbill (8. 931) for the relief of heirs of Bennett Robert-
son, deceased;

A bill (8. 932) for the relief of heirs of C. E, Rosser, de-
censed ;

A bill (8. 933) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy Scroggins,
deceased ;

A bill (S. 934) for the relief of Otto Seiler, administrator of
the estate of Carl Weiland, deceased;

A bill (8. 935) for the relief of the heirs at law of Mary A.
Cameron and John Cameron, deceased ;

A bill ( 8. 936) for the relief of the heirs of Andrew J. Casey,
decea

A bill (S 937) for the relief of the estate ‘of Cornelius P.
Cassin, deceased;

A bill (8. 938) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy Cates, de-
ceased ;

A bill (8. 939) for the relief of Thomas 8. Causey;

A bill (8. 940) for the re]l%r of Mrs. Susanna M, Clay;

A bill (8. 941) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Eliza A.
Clay, deceased;

A bill (8. 942) for the relief of the heirs of Carr Cox, de-

ceased ;

A bill (8. 943) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin F.
Crowley, deceased;

A bill (8. 944) for the relief of the heirs of Eliza Ann Davis,
deceased ;

A bill (S. 945) for the relief of Mrs. 8. A. Dunn;

A Dbill (8, 946) for the relief of the heirs at law of William
C. Dixon, deceased;

A bill (8. 947) for the relief of the heirs at law of Charles
Evans, deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 948) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Fagan;

A bill (8. 949) for the relief of Virgil H. Burns;

A Dbill (8. 950) for the relief of the heirs of Greenberry
Backus, deceased;

A Dbill (8. 951) for the relief of heirs of William A. Baggs,
deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 952) for the relief of heirs of Aleck Baswell,
deceased ;

A bill ( 8. 953) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Bennett,
deceased

A bill (S. 954) for the relief of the heirs of John C. Bowden,

deceased ;

A bill (S. 9055) for the relief of the heirs of L. G. Brantley,
deceased;

A bill (8. 956) for the relief of William B. Brooks;

A bill (8. 957) for the relief of the heirs of W. S. Brown,
deceased ;

A Dbill (S. 958) for the relief of the heirs of William Bullard,
deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 959) for the relief of the heirs of Seaborn J. Burk,
deceased ;

A bill {S 960) for the relief of the heirs of Lydia Golasby,
deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 961) for the relief of the heirs of Clark Gorham,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 962) for the relief of the legal representatives of
Anderson Abercrombie, deceased ;

A bill (8.963) for the relief of the heirs of E. H. Abererombie 3

A Dbill (8. 964) for the relief of heirs of William Adams,
deceased ;

A bill (S 965) for the relief of heirs of George N. Anderson,
deceased ; and

A bill {S. 966) for the relief of Elizabeth A. O. Galloway
(with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims.

DBy Mr. BRISTOW :

A bill (8. 967) granting an increase of pension to Clifford
Fetter (with the accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 968) granting an increase of pension to Samuel R.
Shirley (with the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. WETMORE:;

A bill (8. 969) granting an increase of pension to Asa B.
Henry (with the accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. BRANDEGERE:

A bill (8. 970) granting an increase of pension to Reuben IR.
Wilkinson; and

A bill (S 971) granting a pension to Betsey .A. Lockwood ; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HALE:

A bill (8. 972) granting a pension to Augustus E. Davis (with
the accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on.Pensions.

By Mr. DU PONT:

A bill (8. 973) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis D. Brown;
and

A bill (8. 974) for the relief of A™ert 8, Henderer; to the
Committee on Claims.

A Dbill (8. 975) to establish a fis.-cultural station in the
State of Delaware; to the Committee on Fisheries,

A bill (8. 976) granting a pension to William H. Burton
(with the accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 977) granting a pension to Samuel C. Bailey (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 978) granting an increase of pension to George E.
Ward (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GORE:

A bill (8. 979) providing for the erection of a public building
at McAlester, Okla.;

A bill (8. 980) providing for the erection of a public building
at Tulsa, Okla.;

A bill (8. 951) providing for the erection of a public building
at Shawnee, Okla.;

A bill (8. 982) 1:0 provide for the erection of a publie build-
ing at Vinita, Okla.;

A bill (8. 983) providing for the erection of a public building
at Chickasha, Okla.; and

A bill (8. 984) providing for the erection of a public building
at Ardmore, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. DOLLIVER :

A bill (8. 985) granting an increase of pension to William 8,
Smith; and

A bill (8. 986) granting an increase of pension to Alfred
Evans; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 987) for the relief of Florence Lambert; and

A bill (8. 988) to compensate the estate of Eber Currie, de-
ceased, for damages sustained by said estate by reason of the
death of said Eber Currie while in the service of the United
States as a locomotive engineer in the construction of the
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BROWN:

A Dbill (8. 989) granting a pension to Nellie A. Getchell; and

A bill (8. 990) granting an increase of pension to Gus D.
Robison; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DICK: ;

A bill (8. 991) authorizing the appointment of Col. T. J. Kirk-
man, United States Army, retired, to the rank and grade of
brigadier-general on the retired list of the army;

A bill (8. 992) authorizing the appointment of Col. H. R.
Brinkerhoff, United States Army, retired, to the rank and
grade of brigadier-general on the retired list of the army;

A bill (8. 993) to remove the charge of desertion against
Adam B. Ackerman;

A bill (8. 994) to amend the military record of Charles W.
Fillmore;

A bill (8. 995) authorizing the President to place Wil]jam
Welsh on the retired list with the rank of captain;

A bill (8. 996) authorizing the appointment of Col. 8. A, Day,
U. 8. Army, retired, to the rank and grade of brigadier-general
on the retired list of the army;

A bill (8. 997) to correct the military record of Samuel Cole;
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A bill (8. 998) to correct the military record of Lora E. Reed;

A bill (8, 999) for the relief of John W. Lewis;

A Dbill (8. 1000) for the relief of John F. Lewis;

A Dbill (8. 1001) for the relief of William W. Johnson ;

A bill (8. 1002) for the relief of Theodore D. McCaddon;

A bill (8. 1003) to correct the military record of George W.
Pellon ;

A bill (8. 1004) for the relief of Edward Byrne;

A bill (8. 1005) for the relief of Harlow L. Street;

A bill (8. 1006) for the relief of John A. Wanless;

A bill (8. 1007) for the relief of William H. W. Krebs;

A bill (8. 1008) to correct the military record of George G.
Patterson;

A bill (S. 1009) to correct the military record of Erwin M.,
Harley, alias Erwin M. Bergstresser;

A bill (8. 1010) to correct the military record of Frank
Wempe; ¥

A Dbill (8. 1011) to correct the military record of Willlam H.
Garrett; and

A Dbill (8.1012) to correct the military record of James Kane;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 1013) for the relief of David W. Stockstill; to the
Committee on @laims.

A Dbill (8. 1014) for the relief of John Thomas Power; and

A bill (8. 1015) authorizing the appointment of dental sur-
geons In the navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 1016) for the relief of the Bridgeport National
Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio; to the Committee on Finance,

By Mr. BACON:

A joint resolution (8. J. R. 10) proposing an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States respecting the succession to
the Presidency in certain cases; to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS.

Mr, NELSON (for Mr. Coarp) submitted the following reso-
lution (S. Res. 13), which was referred to the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Senate resolution 13.

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affalrs be, and the same is
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may
be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills er other
matters pcn&ln% before sald commitiee and to have the same printed
for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be paid ouf
of the contingent fund of the Senate.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE.

Mr. BACON. I offer the resolution I send to the desk.

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I suggest the absence of a quorum. I
think the Senate ought to hear the resolution.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida suggests
the absence of a quorum. The ‘Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Bacon Culberson Heyburn Rayner
Bankhead Cullom Hughes Richardson
Bradley Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Root
Brandegee Curtis Jones Scott ¥
Briggs Depew Kean Simmons
Bristow Dick La Follette Smith, Md.
Brown Dillingham MceCumber Smith, Mich,
Bulkeley Dolliver Martin Stone
Burnham du Pont Money Tallaferro
Carter Elkins Nelson Taylor
Clapp Frazier Oliver Warner .
Clay Gamble Overman Warren '
Crane Guggenheim Page Wetmore
Crawford Hale Paynter

Mr. JONES. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. PrrEs]

was called out of the city on account of sickness in his family.

Mr. MONEY. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr.
McLavrin] is absent, sick.

Mr. STONE. I have been requested to announce that the
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis] is absent by reason
of very serious illness.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senators have answered
to their names. There is a quorum present. The resolution
gubmitted by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BacoN] will be
read by the Secretary.

The Secretary read the resolution (8. Res. 14), as follows:

Benate resolution 14.

Resolved, That In the opinion of the Senate all hearings by the
Finance Committee of the Senate, or by the majority of sald com-
mittee, for the purpose of examining witnesses or of hearing the
statements or information from them to aid In the framing of the
tariff bill or amendments thereto should be open to all the members
of the Finance Committee, in order that any member of sald Finance
Committee may have the opportunity to question or cross-examine said
witnesses or parties. .

Mr. HALE. Let it go over, Mr. President.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine objects,
and the resolution will go over. 2

Mr. BACON. I think I have the floor. I offered the reso-
lution. I was not going to ask for present consideration. I
simply desire to say one word.

Mr. HALE. I do not object.

Mr. BACON. I am not going to ask for present considera-
tion. I had no such intention. :

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over.
Senator from Georgia is recognized.

Mr. BACON. I desire, before the resolution goes over, simply
to say this: I am not a member of the Finance Committee, and
therefore have no personal interest in the purposes of the reso-
lution. I very freely and frankly recognize the propriety of
the majority of the committee holding their deliberations, if
they desire to do so, separately and apart from the minority
of the committee, But when it comes to the question of hear-
ing witnesses who may be formally summoned or parties who
may voluntarily appear for the purpose of giving information
or presenting views which they may think important to be
heard by the committee in order that they may properly frame a
bill, I think it is scarcely open to argument that the entire
committee ought to have the opportunity to be present at the
time the information is given, and that it is not sufficient that
the testimony or the information shall be taken down steno-
graphically and that other members of the committee who are
debarred from the hearing may afterwards have the oppor-
tunity to read it. It is of the utmost importance that Senators
may be present for the purpose of examining those who are
there as witnesses or who may be there voluntarily to give
information. I do not desire to say more than this, Mr. Presi-
dent, because the resolution goes over, and doubtless there will
be a full discussion upon the question.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over.

Mr. HALE. There is no objection, of course, and can not
be, to the resolution formally coming before the Senate, as it
will at its next session; and then there will be full opportunity
to debate it and to show what is the course of the proceeding
now going on and what it has been heretofore,

EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK.

Mr. BRADLEY submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
16), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Benate resolution 16.

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of

Justice be, and is hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk to

be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,440
per annum,

CONFERENCE ON CARE OF DEPENDENT CHILDREN.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer a concurrent resolution and ask
for its present consideration. I do not think there will be any
objection to it.

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (8. C. Res. 3),
as follows:

The

Senate concurrent resolution 3.

Resolved by the Senate O&thc House of Representatives concurring),
That there be printed 10,000 additional copies of Senate Document No.
721, Bixtieth Congress, second session, being a report of the proceedings
of the conference on the care of dependent children held at Washington,
D. C., January 25 and 26, 1909 ; 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate,
and 5,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives.

Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Wiscon-
sin whether he has made inquiry as to the cost.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have not made inquiry as to the
cost. I made inquiry as to the number in the document room.

Mr. KEAN. If the cost is over $500, the Senate has no right
to order it except on a report of the Committee on Printing.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Then I will ask to have the resolution
go over until the next meeting of the Senate.

Mr. KEAN. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. It can
then be reported back. -

Mr. LA FOLLETTH, All right; let it go to the Committee
on Printing.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be,
without objection, referred to the Committee on Printing.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business,

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday,
April 1, 1909, at 12 o'clock m. -

NOMINATIONS.
Egzecutive nominations received by the Senate March 29, 1909.

CONSUL-GENERAL.

James T. Du Bois, of Pennsylvania, now law clerk of the
Department of State, to be consul-general of the United States
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of America of class 5, at Singapore, Straits Settlements, vice
Thornwell Haynes.

ASSBISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

Charles Dyer Norton, of Illinois, to be Assistant Secretary of

the Treasury, in place of Beekman Winthrop, resigned.
SOLICITOR-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES.

Lloyd W. Bowers, of Illinois, to be Solicitor-General of the
United States, vice Henry M. Hoyt, whose resignation has been
accepted to take effect March 31, 1909.

AssociATE JUSTICE oF THE SUPREME CoURT oF NEW MEXICO.

Ira A. Abbott, of Massachusetts, to be associate justice of
the supreme court of New Mexico. A reappeintment, his term
having expired on January 9, 1909,

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
CAVALRY ARM.

Second Lieut. George E. Price, Tenth Cavalry, to be first lieu-
tenant from January 8, 1900, vice Chapman, Fourteenth Cav-
alry, promoted.

Second Lieut. Isaac 8. Martin, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be first
lieutenant from January 28, 1909, vice Lippincott, Fourteenth
Cavalry, promoted.

Second Lieut. Raymond 8. Bamberger, Seventh Cavalry, to
be first lieutenant from February 26, 1909, vice Parker, Second
Cavalry, promoted.

Second Lieut. George A. Somerville, Third Cavalry, to be first
lieutenant from March 23, 1909, vice Winters, Thirteenth Cav-
alry, promoted.

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY,

Hnsign Bradford Barnette to be a lieutenant (junior grade)
in the navy from the 2d day of February, 1909, upon the com-
pletion of three years' service in present grade.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bradford Barnette to be a lieutenant in
the navy from the 2d day of February, 1909, to fill a vacancy
existing in that grade on that date.

Asst. Paymaster Edward R. Wilson to be a passed assist-
ant paymaster in the navy from the Sth day of July, 1908, to
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date.

Second Lieut. Clayton B. Vogel to be a first lieutenant in the
United States Marine Corps from the 25th day of February,
1908, vice Second Lieut. William L. Burchfield, who was due
for promotion, but failed to qualify therefor.

Boatswain Edwin Murphy to be a chief boatswain in the navy
from the Sth day of September, 1908, after the completion of
six years’ service in the present grade.

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE.

Jose Gonzales, of Las Cruces, N. Mex., to be register of the
land office at Las COruces, N. Mex,, vice Eugene Van Patten,
resigned.

POSTMASTERS,
CALIFORNIA,

Cyrus F. Demsey to be postmaster at Mojave, Cal. Office
becomes presidential April I, 1909.

ILLINOIS.

Willard C. Magner to be postmaster at Morris, I1L, in place
of Henry C. Claypool, deceased. §
INDIANA,

Charles H. Bell to be postmaster at Ossian, Ind. Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1909.

TOWA.

J. W. Colvig to be postmaster at Lake City, Towsa, in place
of William C. Snyder. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 14, 1909,

KANSAS,

Charles Friskel to be postmaster at Frontenac, Kans. Office

becomes presidential April 1, 1908.
MASSACHUSETTS.

Benjamin W. Brown to be postmaster at Northbridge, Mass,

Office becomes presidential April 1, 1909.
MICHIGAN.

Thomas A. Dailey to be postmaster at Adrian, Mich., in place
of Frank E. Priddy, deceased.

Robert E. Newville to be postmaster at Boyne, Mich., in place
of Robert E.; Newville. Incumbent's commission expired Febru-
ary 8, 1009.

M. Byron Pierce to be postmaster at Farmington, Mich. Office
becomes presidential April 1, 1909.

MINNESOTA.

Lewis O. Norheim to be postmaster at Montevideo, Minn., in
place of Lewis O. Norheim. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1908.

Harry B. Woodis to be postmaster at Amboy, Minn., in place
of David E. Cross, resigned.

NEVADA, =

Katherine Cannon to be postmaster at Rawhide, Nev.
becomes presidential April 1, 1909.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Frank I. Morrill to be postmaster at Contoocook, N. H., in
place of William A. Patterson, resigned.

NEW YODRE.

Edward V. Baker to be postmaster at Mareellus, N. Y., in place
gt gggtson J. Matteson. Incumbent's commission expired March

Benjamin K. Jones to be postmaster at Nunda, N. Y., in place
of Benjamin H. Jones. Incnmbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 12, 1907, 3

Frederie J. Merriman to be postmaster at Madrid, N. Y., in
place of Frederic J. Merriman. Incumbent’s coflnmission expired
January 11, 1909.

Ambrose C. Montrose to be postmaster at Larchmont, N. Y., in
place of Ambrose C. Montrose. Incumbent's commission expired
February 27, 1900,

Office

OHIO.

Charles H. Ellis to be postmaster at Yellow Springs, Ohlo, in
place of Charles H. Ellis. Incumbent's commission expired
March 1, 1909.

Emley B. Gatch to be postmaster at Milford, Ohio, in place
of Emley B. Gatch. Incumbent’'s commission expired February
10, 1909,

Seymour §. Tibbals to be postmaster at Franklin, Ohio, in
place of Seymour 8. Tibbals. Incumbent's commission expired
February 10, 1909.

OKLAHOMA.

James L. Admire to be postmaster at Fairview, Okla.
beeame presidential January 1, 1907.

A. M. Brixey to be postmaster at Mounds, Okla., in place of
William R. Casteel, resigned.

Edward O. Butler to be postmaster at Durant, Okla., in place
of William H. Hilton, deceased.

John C. Byrd to be postmaster at Wagoner, Okla., in place of
Samuel 8. Cobb. Incumbent’s commission expired February 12,
1907.

William N. Walker to be postmaster at Stillwater, Okla., in
place of Charles F. Neerman. Incumbent's commission expired
December 20, 1906.

Frank V. Wright to be postmaster at Lawton, Okla., in. place
of Josiah T. White. Incumbent’s commission expired December
20, 1906.

Office

PENNSYLVANIA,

Helen P. Howell to be postmaster at West Alexander, Pa,
Office became presidential January 1, 1909,

Arthur H. Rider to be postmaster at Freedom, P’a., in place
of Arthur H. Rider. Incumbent's commission expired January
G, 1909.

SOUTH CAROLINA.

James F. Hunter to be postmaster at Laneaster, 8. €., in place
of James F. Hunter. Incumbent's commission expired March
1, 1909.

VIRGINTA.

Robert Irby to be postmaster at Appomattox, Va.

came presidential January 1, 1909.
WEST VIRGINIA.

J. F. Hudson to be postmaster at Charleston, W. Va., in place
of John E. Dana. Incumbent's commission expired December
12, 1908,

Office be-

WISCONSIN.

Thomas H. Wylie to be postmaster at Owen, Wis.
comes presidential April 1, 1909,

Office be-

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations conjfirmed by the Senate March 29, 1909.

CoNSUL-GENERAL.

Edward D. Winslow to be consul-general of the United States
at Stockholm, Sweden.
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CoLrEcTOR OF CUSTOMS.
Edward W. Durant, jr., to be collector of customs for the dis-
trict of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina.
ProMoTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Cadet Engineer Charles Edward Sugden to be third lien-
tenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service.

Cadet Engineer Benjamin Curtis McFadden to be third leu-
tenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service.

Cadet Engineer Francis Ellery Fitch to be third lieutenant
of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service.

Cadet Engineer Kurt Wolfgang Krafft to be third lientenant
of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service.

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Lieut. Hilary Williams to be a lieutenant.

Commander De Witt Coffman to be a captain.

Commander Thomas D. Griffin to be a captain.

Lieut. Commander Charles M, McCormick to be a commander.

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) :

David MeD. Le Breton,

Carl A. Richter,

Husband E. Kimmel,

Robert A. Dawes,

Arthur G. Caffee,

Clyde 8. McDowell,

Charles C. Soule, jr., and |

Luman E. Morgan. ‘

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu-
tenants:

David McD. Le Breton,

Carl A. Richter,

Husband E. Kimmel,

Robert A. Dawes,

Arthur G. Caffee,

Clyde 8. McDowell,

Charles O. Soule, jr.,, and

Luman E. Morgan.

Second Lieut. Allen M. Sumner to be a first lieutenant in the
Marine Corps.

CHAPLAIN IN THE NAYY,
Hugh M, T. Pearce to be a ehaplain.
Recelver oF Pusric MoxNEYS.
John €. Ing to be receiver of public moneys at Sacramento,
- POSTMASTERS,
ARIZONA.
Irank B. Smith, at Jerome, Ariz.
CALIFGENIA,
Ora R. Miller, at Hl Centro, Cal.
Flora B. Reynolds, at Mill Valley, Cal
ILLINOIS,
Edgar N. Carter, at Oakland, IIL
Edward Cole, at Marshall, IIL

R. E. Mabry, at Fairfield, Ill.
Milton M. Pate, at Sandoval, Il

TOWA.
William Stuart, at Armstrong, Iowa.,
KANSAS.

Elva B. Hilton, at Attica, Kans.
Charles 8. Raines, at Galena, Kans,

KENTUCKY.
Mike Hughes, at Shelbyville, Ky-

MASSACHUSETTS.

William R. Brooks, at Beverly Farms, Mass,
Fred D. Walker, at Belchertown, Mass,

MINNESOTA.
Charles G. Spaulding, at Mapleton, Minn.
Robert 8. Tucker, at Lake Benton, Minn.

MISSOURL
Sebastian Netscher, at Pacific, Mo.
James F. Rhea, at Dixon, Mo.

MONTANA. :
Eugene R. Clingan, at Belt, Mont. |
Paul C. Long, at Taft, Mont. ;

NEW YOERX.
William L. Cooke, at Edmeston, N. X.
Peter 8. Krum, at Affon, N. Y,

Isaac M. Smith, at Alden, N. Y. :
Charles M. Walrath, at Ellicottville, N. Y.
Nathan P. Wild, at Valatie, N. ¥.
OREGON.
Byron A. Washburne, at Springfield, Oreg.
PENNSYLVANIA,
James C. McGregor, at Indiana, Pa.
Frank A. Springer, at Belle Vernon, Pa.
TEXAS.
George W. Crossman, at Garland, Tex.
Thomas H. Danforth, at Goliad, Tex.
Joseph Fohn, at Hondo, Tex.
Mary 8. Parish, at Huntsville, Tex.
James B. Seargent, at Orange, Tex.
8. P. Stubbs, at Lubbock, Tex.
WASHINGTON.
DeWitt C. Hostetter, at Sumner, Wash.
WEST VIBGINIA,
J. F. Hudson, at Charleston, W. Va.
WISCONSIN.

Christian A. Hansen, at Stoughton, Wis.

WITHDRAWAL.
Hzecutive nomination wﬁhdm;gn from the Senate March 29,
1909.
UxiTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE.
Thomas R. Lyons, of Alaska, to be United States distriet
judge, first division, district of Alaska.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Moxpay, March 29, 1909.

The House met at 10 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D.
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and ap-
proved.
THE TARIFF.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for gen-
eral leave to print on Heuse bill 1438 up to ten legislative days
after the final vote on the passage of the bill in the House.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The vote on this bill, and when it
passes the House?

Mr. PAYNE. The final vote on this bill in the House.

Mr. CLARK eof Missouri. That is this particular bill pending
here now?

Mr. PAYNE. I do not mean after the conference report comes
in, or anything of that kind, but after the passage of this bill

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I just wanted to have it clear.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent for general leave to print on this bill for ten days
after the passage of the bill by the House. Is there objection?

Mr. PAYNE. Upon the subject of the bill.

The SPEAKER. On this bill. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the sinte of Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R. 1438,

The guestion was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of
the Whele House on the state of the Union, Mr. OMsTED in
the ehair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, for the further consideration
of the bill H. R. 1438, the tariff bill.

Mr. FORNES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be as brief as possible
in calling the attention of the House and the country to what,
in my judgment—formed by many years of business experience
and observation in our country and abroad—are grave defeets,
and consequently unjust conelusions of facts, in the pending
tariff bill. If tariff is a tax, as it truly is, then the bill proposed
may well be defined as a dishonest tax on the many for the bene-
fit of the favored few. 'The difficulties existing and ever arising
in obtaining the necessaries of life and the comforts of home
ever have been, and ever will be as long as the world exists, the
life struggle of the masses against vested advantages of special
struggle of the masses against vested advantages of special
classes. If this bill becomes a law, then I predict that the van-
tage of the favored classes will be mere pronounced and that
the laborer, the mechanic, the agriculturist, the small manu-
faeturer, and the commercial house will meet greater diffieul-
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ties in earning a fair livelihood. The necessaries of life are
agricultural products and provisions. Schedule G of the con-
templated tariff bill increases the taxation on these from
$18,161,265 to $32,171,658, an increase of $14,010,393, and on
cotton products, the poor man’s wearing apparel, and largely
house furnishing material, $1,056,847. The greater amount of
the fourteen-million increase consists of the proposed duty on
tea, namely, eight million,

Mr. Chairman, it has been, and still is, a proverbial rule
that only about 5 per cent of commercial men are successful;
that is, gain a fair livelihood and accumulate enough for old
age and family demands. The record of time has established
few exceptions to this ecalculation, hence we may assume
that 95 per cent of the people must render lifelong labor for
self-support. Two items alone in the bill submitted by the
Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee im-
pose an additional cost of $15,060,240 annually upon the labor-
ing classes. Is this just? Is it honorable? It may be, ac-
cording to the doctrine and practices of the Republican party—
to protect the interests of the favored few at the cost of the
many, to enrich the rich and impoverish the poor. When
compared, how mnoble and beneficent seem the doctrines of
Democracy to-day, and as they have ever been—watchful of
the welfare of the masses, lessening their costs of necessaries
of life, and so increasing the value of their labor and business
interests.

I admit the necessity of sufficent revenues for the effective
and economical support of the Government, but I do not for one
moment admit the justice of the Republican doctrine as again
exemplified in the so-called “ Payne bill,” of a protective tariff
and only inasmuch as affects the difference of cost of labor. In
this respect I may properly quote the excellent theory of Daniel
Webster, pronouneced in his great speech in Faneunil Hall in 1820,
referring to the policy of protection. He stated:

To individuals, this policy is as Iinjurlous as it is to the Government.
A system of artificial Fmtectlon lends to the people too much reliance
on the Government. f left to their own choice of pursuits, they de-
pend on their own skill and industry. But if the Government essen-
tially affects their occupations by its systems of bounties and prefer-
ences, it is natural, when in distress, that they should call on the
Government for relief. Hence a perpetual contest carried on between
the different interests of soclety. Agriculturists taxed to-day to sus-
tain manufacturers, commerce taxed to-morrow to sustain the ng‘rlcul-
turists, and their impositions, perhaps, on both manufacturers and
agriculturists to support commerce. And when the Government has
exhausted its invention in these modes of legislation, it finds the re-
g:;g;ess favorable than the original and natural state and course of

He could hardly conceive of anything worse than a policy
which should place the great interests of the country in hostility
to one another—a policy which should keep them in constant
conflict and bring them periodieally to fight their battle in Con-
gress. A protective tariff never has and never can give stability
and satisfaction to its own beneficiaries. Its natural aim is to
attain a prohibitive figure. For instance, consider the demands
of our woolen manufacturers to-day—demanding the same pro-
tection they now possess and have since 1897—and are promised
it, because I believe the Ways and Means Committee at the
hearings, it seems, heard only those witnesses who were favor-
able to the retention of the present tariff, excepting on the very
low grades of woolens. I have frequently visited important
sections of woolen factories in Europe, purchasing from the
manufacturer; and from information obtained there, declare
wages in the mills there are not 100 per cent lower than in our
woolen mills, as stated at the hearings.

Forty per cent higher is an extreme figure. Owing to im-
proved machinery, lower rate of interest, lower rate of freight,
greater skill of our weavers, lower cost of material, it seems
to me preposterous for our manufacturers to claim that they
need or will need in the future as high a tariff as the present
law imposes, When I note the statements and demands of
the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, how verified
become the predictions made by Daniel Webster in 1820, how
significant the patriotic declaration made by the wool manu-
facturers in 1857, when it was proposed to increase the duty on
woolens,  stating, “ILet us alone.” The fact should not be
overlooked that a hundred per cent tariff on woolens prevents
fair competition; hence increases the price to the consumer,
which is again a burden on ninety-five out of every hundred
people of our country. To justify their request to retain the
present tariff, they call attention to the small dividends paid
by the mill corporations, but they do not allude to the over-
capitalization or gross profits,. Why should the duty on wool
remain nominally the same? Is it to help the meat trust? Is
it to prevent our wool manufacturers sclling in the markets of
the world, thereby gaining wealth for our country and a larger
demand for labor? In 1908 the wool production was 311,000,000

pounds. The normal demand of our wool manufacturers is
quoted to be 500,000,000 pounds annually; hence we im-
port about 200,000,000 pounds, realizing a revenue of about
$20,000,000. Suppose the manufacturer could obtain his wool
10 per cent cheaper; then it would eliminate the $20,000,000
tariff outlay and, reducing the ad valorem duty on imported
cloth from 50 to 40 per cent, it would, I feel confident, still
enable the American manufacturer to protect wages and,
moreover, sell in the foreign markets. Again, why should the
woolgrowing industry receive a bounty of fully 350 per cent?
Surely the trifling expenditure of cost of labor to feed and
shear a flock of sheep does not warrant it; nor does the higher
cost of grazing land in our country as compared with similar
land and shipping facilities in other sections of the world.
The wool schedule ought to be reduced fully 20 per cent. It
would be no injustice, and it would reduce the cost of clothing
to the millions only earning a bare existence. When we con-
template the principal sources of our wool production and find
that of the 311,000,000 pounds produced in 1908 271,000,000
pounds were grown in so-called “safe” Republican States,
about 20,000,000 in doubtful States, and the balance in Demo-
cratic States, the tenacity with which the Republican party
adheres to its policy of pretended protective tariff on wool is
very clear and significant.

It can not or will not understand that the wisest commercial
policy is and ever will be for any nation having the natural
resources we possess to so apply them that the finished product
thereof can be sold in the markets of the world, and if so,
home consumption can be obtained at the least cost. The ex-
pansion of trade creates an active and steady labor market.
Reduced cost of living and steady employment more than
equalizes a slight reduction perchance of wages. Our cotton
mills compete successfully with the manufacturers of the
world, pay relatively as high wages as are paid in any indus-
try, and why? Simply because they obtain the raw material
as cheap as do their competitors. American genius, coupled
with the best mill equipments, has made our cotton products
the foremost in the world’s market value. An unbiased, scien-
tifie, just tariff on our wool and woolens would soon place our
wool manufacturers in the same proud position. Iven if it
would inerease importation, it would not only proclaim to all
the people our conception of the best and broadest “ interna-
tional commercial policy " is to sell in all markets possible, and
not prohibit foreign markets on account of our excessive tariff
to sell to us. To “live and let live” is as good a motto be-
tween nations as between individuals. If our woolen manufac-
turers could, under a just and liberal tariff, sell but 5 per cent
of their four hundred millions of annual production in foreign
markets and importations would be increased by that amount
it would not only stimulate international trade, but it wonld
add to the Government’s revenue at least fifteen millions of dol-
lars, thereby making it entirely unnecessary to put the ex-
tremely unjust tariff of 8 cents a pound on tea or any tax on
coffee and lumber. In this connection I desire to express my
emphatic disapproval of a specific tax on tea. If it is to be
taxed, it should be on an ad valorem basis, thereby increasing
the cost only as the value increases. Mr. Chairman, a further
study of the bill shows only an increase of 33 per cent on im-
ported spirits and wines. If the proclaimed object of the revi-
sion of the tariff is to raise sufficient revenue to meet the gov-
ernment expenditures is true, then, in all fairness, why was not
the duty raised at least 10 per cent on such a luxury as cham-
pagne? It surely would not affect the poor man's pocket as
will the tariff on tea, coffee, chicory, also women's wearing ap-
parel, or an increased tariff on beer, the people’s beverage,
and already excessively taxed for local and national revenue.

The increased duties average fully 50 per cent on many fam-
ily necessities, but champagne, a prominent item in the spirit
and wine schedule, pays a duty of about 40 per cent of its
value, as heretofore. The several petitions I received, signed
by hundreds of honored citizens, residents of my district, pro-
testing against the contemplated unjust tax on tea and coffee,
should be heeded by Congress, because their appeal is most
considerate and just. In place of an inheritance tax, which is
already imposed by most of the States of the Union, and justly
so0, because the property is subject to the jurisdiction and re-
sponsibilities of the state or local government, the National
Government could properly impose a tax of 2 per cent on divi-
dends paid by all corporations, whether incorporated by na-
tional or state laws. It would be least burdensome and uni-
formly collected at a minimum cost. In this connection I desire
to state that I have always been of the opinion that a graded
income tax for national revenue is proper, based on property
value, because the peaceful possession and protection of
such property of a citizen, wherever situated, is guaranteed by
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the Government. The greater the extent and value of such
property, the greater the degree of responsibility of the Gov-
ernment, and therefore the justice of a varying percenfage on
a personal income. The proper schedule, in my judgment,
would be one-half of 1 per cent on an income of less than
$1,000 annually, 1 per cent on $1,000 to $2,000, 13 per cent on
$2,000 to $4,000, 2 per cent on $4,000 to $6,000, 23 per cent on
$6,000 to $10,000, 3 per cent on $10,000 to $20,000, 3% per cent
on $20,000 to $40,000, 4 per cent on $40,000 to $60,000, 41 per
ecent on $80,000 to $100,000, 5 per cent on $100,000 and over. I
am fully aware that objections are made to an income tax on
account of its doubtful constitutionality and also its inquisitorial
nature. In answer to such objections, I will state regarding
the first one, if it is illegal it should be legalized by a consti-
tutional amendment; the second one, that it is no more of a
personal nature than is a personal tax. I have full faith in the
honesty of our American citizenship, therefore believe it would
be readily and conscientiously paid. It would at all times
produce suflicient revenue for urgently needed improvements of
our waterways and the creation of new ones, especially the
proposed ship canal connecting Lake Erie with Lake Michigan,
thereby lessening freight charges, hence decreased cost to the
consumer, and the enlargement of exportations, and thus a
rapid increase of the Nation’s wealth. I sincerely believe that
the snggestions contained in these brief remarks are worthy of
the serious consideration of Congress, fo the end that taxes
should be levied where they are least burdensome.

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr, Chairman, the various schedules of the
proposed tariff bill, known as the “ Payne measure,” have been
thoroughly thrashed out since its introduction a week or more

ago.

I shall not confine myself sirictly to the bill, but discuss the
principles on which the fabric rests.

Of recent years the so-called “ economic interpretation” of
history has been making headway among the students of the
human race and its civilization ; and beyond question there is a
great measure of weight back of the prineiple that huwman
progress and uplift from savagery has been furthered more by
economic desires than by any other measure of progress or
civilization, with the possible exception of religion. The desire
to soften the hardships of life by the good things which nature
affords, rather than by intellectual indifference or by the re-
ligious promise of rewards in a future life, is surely a natural
and, at the same time, a grand coneeption. The wrestling of
prosperity from nature and the protection of each man in the
happiness thus earned Is a sufficient aim in life for individuals
and governments, and may be the key to all future progress.

But without going to the full lengths of the advoecates of the
economic interpretation of human history, we know that
nothing se concerns us as the compensation we receive for our
labors and the limitations put upon this compensation in the
way of cost of living, taxes for protection against all other
creatures, and the liberty we enjoy in the use or distribution of
any excess or surplus.

And it is for these very reasons that the tariff question is of
such grave importance to the American people. Besides provid-
ing for the expenses of government by taxation, it touches the
pockets of the people in so many other ways under present eon-
ditions as to have become a means of embarrassment to some,
misery to many, and oppression to all.

It is astonishing that the question is so little understood, in
spite of the faect that it affects the entire country, and has been
the shuttlecock of the political parties for years. But here is
some jusification for this lack of knowledge when we consider
how little the real purpose of a tariff is mentioned in the discus-
sions of it.

In the past year an immense mass of matter on this sub-
Ject has pervaded the country; the newspapers have been filled
with it, associations and societies have discussed it, many peo-
ple have issued their views in interview or pamphlet, or have
addressed meetings or talked at dinners. But always and
everywhere the tariff has been spoken of in its relations with
trade and commerce and industry and manufactures; its effects
on prices and wages, on cost of living, on trade balances, have
been feelingly referred to; and bloed has almost been spilled
over questions of increased or decrensed schedules, and their
ability to open new markets or their tendency to cripple infant
industries.

And yet all these things are merely incidentals to a tariff;
it is necessary to raise funds for the expenses of government,
and a tax on imports is ene of the methods. The internal-
revenue tax never seems fo execite anybody, nor lead to party
disputes. The raising of revenue is the only execuse for such
a tax on imports, and is the only constitutional authority for
Congress to thus tax the consumers. But this essential of a

tariff is never mentioned, and the merely incidental features
have grown apparently into the principal place, and in this
conflict over incidentals the people are distracted from the truth.

Another regrettable feature of the tariff discussion is the
inconsistency of the various organized bodies of standpatters;
they can not agree among themselves as to just what they want,
except a general higher scale of schedules; and they fill the
public prints with their petty quarrels and expect the American
people to feel deeply interested. Perhaps their real intention
is to fool the people into a forgetfulness of the real nature of
the question, and to keep them committed to a tariff for the
protection of American capitalists. The old, old story of pro-
tection to infant industries is no longer used to deceive the
voters of the country.

Let us hope that the time has arrived when the people can
no longer be fooled by such Punch and Judy methods; the manu-
facturers and capitalists should be told once for all that tariffs
were not intended for their special benefit, but for the ralsing
of necessary revenue with the least hardship to the individual
taxpayer. This is the only ground upon which a tax can be
justified at all, and is the only ground upon which Congress can
legally impose the tax. :

When it comes to the actual imposition of such a tax on im-
ports, and the selection of articles for the purpose, it has been
customary in all countries to afford a certain measure of as-
sistance to new or struggling industries, as well as to give aid
in the payment of living wages to the workingman. The method
is well known and hardly requires explanation; but these prin-
ciples have never been used by any government, or even per-
mitted, beyond the initial stages of an industry, except in the
matter of wages.

It was reserved for the Republican party to carry this pro-
tective prineciple to its logical conclusion, the use of an import
tax as a protection to capital, or, to put it in their words, as a
“ protection to infant industries.” We see the logical eonclusion
of this prineiple in our country to-day. In the past twenty years
the infant industries have grown into gigantie eorporations, the
wonder of the world. Are these great manufacturing industries
still “ infant industries?” No; but they have become the arro-
gant masters of trade and commerce. Hundreds of millions
have been wrung from the people in the shape of abnormal
profits, destroying the very foundation on which the whole tariff
spoliation fabrie rested.

From whence came the gigantic wealth of the steel magnates,
the iron, coal, and glass barons? How did men, from a small
pittance, in fifty years or less become the possessors of hundreds
of millions? By what means did these men become the owners
of residences costing $5,000,0007 The answer is easy—the pro-
tective tariff of the Republican party did it. The beneficiaries
were not to blame. True, they were frequently ealled on for
campaign funds to save the country.

The Republican party principle has heretofore been asserted
to be the protection of American industries, especially infant
industries, but in default of the infant ones, then any old indus-
tries, so long as they are dignified by the country’s name and
their promoters ask for protection. In their last national party
platform, however, they have gone one step further, and their
principle is now declared to be the equalizing of the difference
in production cost between American and foreign manufactures,
the usual protective principle, plus a reasonable profit to Amer-
ican manufacturers.

Thus for the first time in history it is declared to be the
purpose of the Government to so use the taxing power as to
guarantee the American manufacturer and capitalist his prof-
its, The tax is imposed on the people, but it must be so im-
posed as to give the profits to these favored few. It is a great
pity that the American people are not permitted to understand
this up-to-date Republican dectrine because of the great noise
made by these favored ones in their struggles over the di-
vision of the profits.

Some hope for the people is in sight, however. It has been
decreed that there shall be a revision of the tariff schedules,
and the Committee on Ways and Means has been endeavoring
to frame a bill which will permit of the execution of the deeree.
But in the hearings en this bill the same conflict of testimony
has been apparent; practically no one has been heard except
representatives of the Republican favored classes, the proteeted
few, and while most of them want the tariff revised, yet they
insist it shall be done in the schedules which affect the other
fellow. Their particular industry still needs protection, but
the industries of the other fellows can stand a little revision.
They are willing to have the tax burden of the people lightened
somewhat, but not at the expense of their own profits, which
the newly formulated Republican principle guarantees to them.
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Let me adduce a few remarks from these hearings and from
statements of some of the sincere revisers: g

Mr. CARNEGIE (in answer to a q‘uestion by a member of the Ways

and Means Committee). My dear sir, allow me to tell d{ou just what
happened about that. I purposely refrained from reading the state-
ments of interested parties. hey are incapable of judging justly. No
Judge should be permitted to sit In a cause in which le is interested;
and you make the greatest mistake in your life if you attach impor-
tance to an interested witness. You would not do it in a court of
Justice, would you? If the judge were Interested in a cause, would you
respect his decision? [ No response.] Silence in the court. [Great
laughter.] Upon.my word, I must laugh at you people.

ilér. H. H. Miles, the well-known Republican and manufacturer,

said:

For relief from the Infinlte grasp and hurt of the present tariff; a
tariff that is not a protective tariff in any sense; a tariff that is in
truth and in fact a bastard tariff, many of the schedules having no rela-
tion whatever to the principle of protection, or if related, then misap-
plying and abusing them.

In an article in the North American Review of last January,
published the month before he came to Washington as the rep-
g:lsgntath'e of the industrial interests of the country, Mr. Miles

We make small objection to the three hundred miilions of tariff
revenue that went last year into the Government Treasury, but we
make very great objection to the five hundred millions or more that
went into the pockets of the favored few who collected the revenue for
their personal and private gain, with the connivance and approval of
Congress, in products made within this country.

Imagine for a moment the significance of this statement;
grasp its shocking import. This Republican, this manufacturer,
this protectionist, and withal this critical student of public
affairs tells us that the present system is taking from the
American people in sheer plunder five hundred millions a year
or more,

Some of the testimony at the hearings were startling to the
Republican members of the committee and to the country at
large. After years of preaching about the sacredness of the
tariff and the disasters bound to follow in the wake of any re-
duction, some of the favored ones have boldly declared that the
favored industries no longer needed protection. Mr. Carnegie
stated, and reiterated in many ways, that the steel industry no
longer needs protection; that the day has passed when any for-
eign country can seriously affect our steel manufactures, tariff
or no tariff. In another place Mr. Carnegie stated positively
that the Republic has become the home of steel and this is the
age of steel.

Judge Gary, in his testimony, was willing to admit that the
United States Steel Corporation no longer needed a tariff on
steel as a protection against foreign competition, but feared
that some of the smaller concerns might still need it. The
smaller concerns he referred to are all gigantic plants, capital-
ized at millions and paying dividends on the millions. Judge
Gary's testimony was a case of willingness to reduce the tariff,
but at the expense of some other industry; of admitting that
he no longer needed protection, but appealing for help for his
weaker brothers.

There was much other testimony of the character of Mr. Car-
negie’s, to the effect that many industries were now so large and
powerful that protection could be dispensed with; that our coun-
try was competing with the world in many lines and beating
them with cheaper cost of production; and that, in the interest
of the American taxpayers, the tariff should be scaled down.

That these standpatters have been willing to admit in any
way that the tariff needs revision is due to the long-continued
agitation of the Democratic party, the real champion of the
people. It has shed some light in the dark places and made
some of the people realize the iniguity of present conditions.
This has brought the dominant party to the point of revising
the tariff or forfeiting its power; and under duress it has con-
sented to some revision, on the principle that it is better to have
nine-tenths of the loaf than none of it.

In conformity with this decision of the Republican party
and under pressure from President Taft, the majority mem-
bers of the Ways and Means Committee have presented the
bill now before the House. Apart from all partisan differences
of opinion, I think it can safely be said that the introduction
of the bill and its indorsement ns a government measure
marks a turning point in the economic history of the country.
After twelve years of a prohibitive tariff, it required some
courage to admit that the schedules were too high and needed
cutting down in the interest of the American people; it re-
quired courage to admit that the arguments relied upon for
twelve years were not as sound as believed and are now
ineffective from one cause or another.

As the bill in the main, so its framers claim, provides for
some radical reductions, it can be indorsed to that extent with-
out viclation of party pledges; and in so far as the pending

measure provides for real reductions in the tariff, especially
free raw material, I am willing to support it. I am particu-
larly pleased with the reduction of the steel schedules, an indi-
cation that the members of the committee must have been
convinced that Mr. Carnegie was right in his contentions.
The putting of hides on the free list is also a provision that
meets with sincere approval, as well as the reduction in the
leather, shoe, wool, coal, and lumber schedules; even if these
pleasing results were an effort to stop the harmful agitation
of New England Republicans in their efforts to bore holes
in the tariff wall, yet the effort will be of benefit to the people,
and its incorporation in the pending bill is praiseworthy.

But it is a pity that the committee could not put away the
temptation to tax tea; surely there is no American tea industry
to be protected, and the few experiments in its culture now
carried on have not asked consideration as an infant industry;
a tax on tea can benefit no one in a Republican sense and is
purely and simply a new burden added to the tax load of our
people. Apart from the historical associations of a tea tax
which England once tried to levy on certain colonies of hers,
and from the general history of tea in the world's commerce,
the fact that tea shares with coffee the distinction of being
about our only untaxed articles of food or drink should have
saved it from the arm of the tax gatherer.

I am opposed to this tax, and hope it will be eliminated from
the present bill, or, if retained, changed to an ad valorem duty
of, say, 20 per cent instead of 8 and 9 cents per pound.

Another general provision of this bill, that for a maximum
and minimum tariff, should be condemned without reservation.
It is a scheme to force the Government into tariff wars with
other countries, and can have no other than evil effects.
Whether used as a threat or a retaliation, it will be harmful,
and, as is always the case, it will result in increasing the taxes
on imports, making the American people, the consumers, on
whom the heaviest burden of taxation always falls, foot the
bills, In addition to that, it will more than offset all the good
done by reducing some of the schedules and destroy the hope
created by putting a few things on the free list. Saddest of
all to contemplate is the working of this provision on coffee
imports, for it will surely sweep away this last untaxed article
of food and drink and make the dining table groan with its
last burden. Let us be fair in this matter of tariff schedules;
let us have one price for a]l and a square deal; not a shifting
gcale of prices, with the consequent bargaining and jobbing and
constant conflicts with every nation willing to sell us things.
The coffee schedule will result in an increase in price, as Brazil,
from which the bulk of our coffee comes, charges an export
duty, which is to be added as an import tax.

The hand of President Taft is again visible in this bill in
the provisions for reciprocal free trade with the Philippines, and
all honor is due him for the hand. One of the most incompre-
hensible things about the standpat attitude was its blind in-
justice to its own ward. The Republican party was responsible
for the retention of these islands, yet would not lift a hand to
help them to become self-supporting. The free trade which
the States enjoy, and which is now enjoyed by Porto Rico, was
denied to the other ward; annexed to us without consent, with-
out a voice as to their wishes in the matter, these islands asked
for a little help from us. Sternly refused, they were forced
to sell their products to the world in order to live. The Re-
publican party forced the islands into the position of being
owned by us, but begging a living from the rest of the world,

But the sugar and tobacco men had their pocketbooks to look
after, and could not be bothered about a few islands out in the
Pacific; the sacred tariff must be left inviolate, even though a
few million people must starve to death. President Taft under-
stood the matter, however, and has never taken the trouble to
conceal his views; and these have now been incorporated in
the present bill, at least to some extent. The Philippines will
not have free trade with us, to which they are entitled; but
they will get a good measure of it, and they will find the taste
s0 good that only the full measure will satisfy them. True,
the sugar and tobacco men will howl, but it will be the cry of
the stuffed pig when some little morsel slips away from it.

The admission of error made by the standpatters in the new
attitude toward the Philippines is at once offset by the pro-
vision for a tax on inheritances. This latter is a distinct in-
vasion of the rights of the States, and, as a Democrat, I protest
against it. Senator Roor informed the States a few yearsago,
while speaking for President Roosevelt, that unless the States
exercised the rights and powers reserved to them by the Con-
stitution, that the National Government would take them away
by constitutional interpretations in the Supreme Court. Are
we here confronted with an effort to take away one of these
rights, not by judicial interpretation, but by the taxing power?
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The right to tax inheritances is not mentioned in the Constitu-
tion either .directly or indirectly as a right reserved to the
States; but as it is a means used by some 36 or 37 States at
present for the raising of revenue, surely they have settled
their claim to have it considered as a right. And the States
bave deprived Senator Roor's suggestion of its force by actually
exercising the right.

The States can even set up the doctrine that the taxing of
inheritances is a vested right, in which they should be protected
by law. But the very Government which should protect them
is now determined to enter their fleld, and to utilize one of
their means of raising revenue; it will be an invasion of vested
rights of the most heinous description, and should be denounced
in unmeasured terms.

The States will surely look to their rights in this matter, and
will undoubtedly protest against this provision of the present
bill; and, as a Democrat, with the instinctive jealousy of my
party against all encroachments on the reserved rights of the
States, I protest against a national taxing of inheritances, direct
and collateral.

I might give my active support to the administration tariff
bill now pending if such changes were made in it as already in-
dicated, particularly the elimination of the maximum and mini-
mum provision, and the taxation of inheritance, and the grant-
ing of immediate free trade to the Philippines, and the placing
of tea on the free or the ad valorem list as well as that of
coffee by removing section 533 of the Payne bill. I would also
ask for the placing of wool and steel on the free list. As these
would be a much fairer revision, and more in line with publie
sentiment than seems to be provided for by the present bill, they
might receive my vote, which I would not feel inclined to give
to the present bill as long as it carried with it such objectionable
features as stated.

On several occasions I have felt it my duty while opposing
the ship-subsidy schemes, mooted in this House, to point out
how our American shipping might be stimulated by a reduction
of the tariff. And now that an actual reduction of the tariff
seems to be in prospect, I am encouraged to prophesy as to its
beneficial results in shipping; if the reduction of schedules was
absolute and not deprived of their genuineness by the sliding
scale, T might almost fignre out how Americans could engage in
the shipping business without the help of grants from the Public
Treasury. The tariff reduction may prove after all to be a
false hope, and the sliding scale precipitate us into greater tax
burdens than ever, but that remains to be seen when the new
schedules go into effect.

Like railroad transportation, shipping rates are cheapest to
‘the shippers wheu there is a cargo both ways. At the same time
this double cargo enables the shipowner to net a good profit. As
the tariff has paralyzed American shipping both ways, and made
it impossible for American shipowners to realize a profit unless
they charged exorbitant rates for the one-way transportation,
the foreign owners got the business. But with transportation
both ways the American owners could well afford to reduce their
prices to American shippers and be assured of their trade. The
problem is simple enough, but the standpatters would not learn
the lesson here any more than they wounld in the case of the
Philippines; but as they have come to the latter, so they must
come to the former if American shipping is to be revived.

Profitable shipping requires trade and cargoes, and unless these
can be furnished the ships will rot at the docks. Giving the own-
ers subsidies does not solve the problem, for that is merely taking
from the Treasury profits which should be earned by the ships;
it is guaranteeing profits to the owners by robbing the public
funds. Noj; the only way to make the idle ships pay is to put
them into use carrying cargoes, and the only way they can se-
cure cargoes is to stimulate trade and commerce by cutting
down some of the barriers. This view is so simple as to be
easily grasped by the uninitiated, and yet the trusts and combi-
nations of the country will not see it. Yet if the present reduc-
tion proves to be genuine and effective, it will surely result,
among other things, in some revival of our shipping trade in
American ships. Foreign-built yachts owned by Americans
should pay a duty. On this subject I have attached some letters
fully explaining the matter. All in all, the pending bill is only
a step in the right direction. It should force some of the trusts
to stop fattening on the American people; the standpatters, so
pungently and pointedly classified by Charles Francis Adams,
will have to back out from the tariff swill trough and give up
their signed and sealed licenses to defraud the American con-
sumer. And when the people will send up a sigh of relief for
even the little relief—if any should accrue from the present
bill—the regret must be that the Republican party will claim
the credit, and the good old Democratic party, the consistent
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and persistent advocate of tariff for revenue only, will be
cheated of its dues. ;

The lesson taught by the trusts has been learned by the Re-
publican party; as the trusts have fattened on the people, so
has the Republican party fattened on the agitation of the
Democrats, and will now try to reap the gains which properly
belong to the party of Jefferson, Jackson, and Cleveland. The
Republican party has reached the point where the people were
angry at its stand-pat attitude and threatened to deprive them
of their long-continued enjoyment of power. The Republicans
stole the tariff reduction plan from the Democrats, and are now
throwing it to the people as a sop to keep them quiet for a while.

President Taft is undoubtedly sincere in his determination
to afford the much-needed relief to the masses. Whatever
benefit is derived from the proposed legislation when enacted
into law will be due to his influence and to the determined and
persistent efforts of the Democratic party in Congress. This
effort to revise the tariff should speedily become an accom-
plished fact, so that the industries of the country may again
assume their normally prosperous condition. No improvement
of business can be expected until this matter is finally settled.

GAs ENGINE AND POWER COMPANY AND
CHARLES L. SRABURY & Co.,
Morris Heights, New York City, November 30, 1908,

Hon. JosEra A. GOULDEN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

My Dear Mgr. GoUuLDEN: I suppose at this time you are In recelpt
daily of some thousands of letters, and the guestion of tariff revision
has become rather a monotonous one,

While I do not know how you feel on this matter, I do think it
fair to call your attention to a condition which I believe very few of
the Confressmen or Senators know about. I am quite sure that com-
paratively few Americans know about It either.

Perhaps you have sometimes wondered why we builders of yachts
were so poor, did not ride around in automoblles, and blow ourselves
out generally, but the secret of all this is that our yards are idle a good
deal of the time, because the wealthy men who can afford to own lar
yachts go over to the other side and have them bullt. Now, you would
naturally suppose that such a luxury of luxuries as a steam yacht
being brought into a country where we have protection should pa
some duty, but the fact of the matter is not one cent of duty is col-
lected from such a source. Of course labor is cheaper abroad and the
materials ]frobably do not cost any more, and the result is that yachts
can be built abroad for very much less money than in this couniry, so
that every year several millions of dollars are s
purcha while the yacht builders in this country can only look on
and see their yards lie idle. A conservative estimate during the year
1908 would be a loss of employment in the American yards of from
5,000 to 10,000 men.

Not only the component parts of the yacht, such as hull, spars, iron-
works, joiner work, and machinery are dutf' free, but also all the acces-
sories, the lighting plant, furniture, upholstery, bedding, china, silver
and glassware, nautical instruments, and even the uniforms for the
crew.

If the owner of an American-built yacht desires to purchase any of
such fittings that are made abroad, and buy them separately from the
yacht itself, he must pay not only freight, but a very high duty, whereas
the buyer of a yacht that is assembled abroad gets in scot-free.

Furthermore, these yachts that are bullt abroad are not subject to
the United States pilot laws or regulations, neither do the United
States authorities have any power to reguire Heensed officers aboard
such yachts, all of which are required of American-built yachts.

As you are aware, the merchant marine is amply tprotected by the
exlsting laws, as foreign-built merchant vessels can not be brought into
this country, even b{egnylug a duty, whereas a tore!:in-bullt pleasure
vessel can be purcha and ente into service in this country with-
out paying one cent of duty.

Yon will understand that this condition affects not only the wacht
builder, but manufacturers of every accessory that goes info making a
yacht complete. I do not understand why this condition conld have ex-
isted as it has for so many years without some protest, but I am under
the Impression that the different bLuilders have hesitated to call atten-
tion to this fact, fearing that it might militate against their interests
by the loss of anslble orders from these wealthy people who can af-
ford such playthings.

The matter should be brought up very forcibly, It seems to me, and
something be done to eradicate this evil. .

1 know well your ability and push to rlﬁ}:t a wrong where It is
patent, and I feel that in your hands this thing should be made ap-
parent to everyone who has a voice in deciding the matter,

Pardon this long letter, and accept my kind personal regards.

Yours, very truly,

nt abroad for such

JOHN J. AMORY.

TrEASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, January 13, 1909,
Hon. J. A. GOULDEN,
House of Representatives.

Sie: As a reply to your letter of the 9th instant, in which you re-
quest to be informed whether materials, fittings, and supplies used in the
building of ships, sloops, yachts, ete., for coastwise and foreign trade
would be admitted without the payment of duty, I have the honor to
inclose herewith a copy of the tariff act and invite your attention to
sections 12 to 14 thereof, with special reference to the first section men-
tioned, which provides that all materials of foreign production which
are necessary for the construction of vessels built in the United States
for the purpose of being employed In the foreign trade, including the
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, and
all such materials necessary for the building of their machinery, as well
as the articles necessary for their outfit and equipment, may be im-
ported in bond, and upon proof that such materials have been used for
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such purposes no duty will be exacted. The section further provides
that vessels receiving the benefit thereof shall not be allowed to eﬂ&‘ﬁ
in the coastwise tréule of tt]}:e Umtedtﬂtin%%a gnnot? than two months
any one year except upon the payment of the A

tion 4 of the act of January 16, 1895 (28 Stat., 625), provides that
B e oo aotis T e N iiny. o Ahizs aneed o EAdK

ngs and supplies for use in the bu o engage
the department ?3 of the opinifon that a yacht vw:u:.ll:::ls not be entitled to

the privileges of this section.
Respectfully, BEEEMAN WINTHROP,
Acting Becretary.

DEPARTMENT 0F COMMERCE AND LABOR,
BURBAU OF NAVIGATION,
Tashington, December £1, 1908,
The Hon. JosErH A. GOULDEN,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

Dear Mz. GouvnpeN: I have recelved by reference from the Super-
vising Inspector-General, Steamboat-Inspection Service, a letter dated
November 80, 1908, from John J. Amory, president of the Gas Engine
and Power Company and Charles L. Seabury & Co. Mr. Amory sug-

ts a duty upon foreign-built yachts brmght into this coumtir(y by

merican ci This subject was presented to the Ways and Means
Committee by the Hon. L. E. Payson about a week ago, and complying
with your re&nest for suggestions, I think it would be well for you to
confer with the Hon. SgneExo E. i’amn. chairman, and other members
of the Ways and Means Committee, leaving with them a copy of Mr.

Amory's letter,
Iy, E. T. CHAMBERLAIN,
Commissioner.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, we have heard a great deal said
about the Republican platform and its provisions with reference
to the question under consideration. The truth of it is that the
last utterance of the Republican platform was the highest pro-
tective-tariff declaration ever written by any party. All the
other Republican platforms heretofore have contented them-
selves by declaring for a protective tariff that would equalize
the cost of production at home and abroad; but the Republican
platform adopted at Chicago in 1908 goes a step farther in
this pillaging of humanity and declares not only that the tariff
shall be high enough to equal the difference in the cost of
production at home and abroad, but in addition thereto there
shall be given to the manufacturer a “reasonable profit.”
What is a reasonable profit? Who shall decide how much it
shall be? Shall it be left to Mr. Carnegie, who started with a
pittance and whose wealth, from the profit of his protected
industry, increased by leaps and bounds until it became so great
that he was not able to give it away? [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side.] Pricked by a conscience that has allowed him to
loot for many years, he commenced to establish in the various
cities and towns of the country libraries where hungry, ragged
men might read of feasts they could not attend and of comforts
they could not enjoy. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Will
you leave to Mr. Carnegie the right to say what is a reasonable
profit? The country need not be surprised at this tariff bill
I know you won this last campaign, not upon your platform,
but upon the popularity of the man who was then in the White
House. You played the proposition in the West that you in-
tended to revise the tariff downward, but the wise men still
were in the East who had written your platform, and they
provided that the tariff rates should be greater than ever be-
fore; and when this tariff bill comes in with a provision 2 per
cent greater than the Dingley bill, the country need not be
surprised. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But they tell
us that a reasonable profit should be added. You allow these
gentlemen to fix the reasonable profit upon their watered stock,
upon their fictitious values, upon their miscellaneous accounts.
You allow the reasonable profit in the tariff bill to be so ar-
ranged.

I called the attention of the House to the fact that Secretary
Taft in his inaugural address had left out the words “ reason-
able profit,” and I had hoped, as he had gotten in the presi-
dential chair to rule all the people, that he had seen the mis-
take of his party in that declaration, and that he might go back
to the stand of Blaine and of Harrison and of all your illus-
trious leaders heretofore and stand by that. But my friend the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNeworTH], evidently speaking for
the President, being the son-in-law of the man who did more to
elect Mr. Taft than all other forces combined and coming from
the President’s home district in which thie Chief Executive lives,
we must believe that he speaks authoritatively when he says
that President Taft stands where he always stood and where
the platform puts him—in favor of a reasonable profit to the
manufacturer.

Let us see how the Republican party applies the platform
declaration relative to the tariff and the “reasonable profit to
the manufacturer.” I have here three columns, one the cost of
labor to produce the article; another, the protective-tariff rate
in this bill ; and subtracting the cost of labor from the tariff rate

we get the “reasonable profit” you so generously give the trusts
of the land. It is as follows: -

Protection | Profit for
%En?i in this manu-

bill, tacturing.

Percent. | Percent. | Percent,
Standard Oil, on erude ollL. AR S ] 9 o7
Brass trust. 17 45 23
Qar builders’ trust. 19 45 26
Sugar trust. 3 (e 69
Woolen goods trust: 18 104 88

Steel trust. 20 45 25

Linseed ofl trust. 4 49 45
Meat or beef trust 3 b g 83
Glass trust. 14 T0 56
‘Wire trust. 14 40 26
Lead trust. [} 'l 73
Glove trust 22 83 64
Tob y trust:. 18 104 88

The above table shows the operation of the present bill now
under discussion. I allow the total cost of labor, when the
platform of the Republican party only demands a tariff pro-
tection to equal the “ difference ™ in the cost of labor at “ home
and abroad.” Yet, behold the “profit for the manufacturer”
which is carried in this bill. The trusts are all most abund-
antly provided for; the license to pillage the whole people is
plainly given. Is there any wonder that they contribute mil-
lions to the Republican campaign fund. But I beg you to be-
hold how it is returned to them, even a thousandfold.

‘What right have you to provide that a certain class of our
people shall receive a reasonable profit from all the rest? If
the farmer down in my country happens to meet with a mis-
fortune in the growing of his erop, the price of his crop is not
g0 high, and he fails to make a reasonable profit, has any gen-
tleman risen upon this floor advocating a law that guarantees
to him a reasonable profit? No, indeed; but the mortgage upon
his home is foreclosed and it is sold, and the Treasury is not
open to him nor the taxing power given to him, in order that
he may have a reasonable profit. The laboring people of this
country, who live in tenement homes and work for a pittance
a day; how much have you given to them for a reasonable
profit? Oh, no; this favored class of humanity—these men
whose fortunes you have built up—jyou carefully take care of
them in your platform utterance of a reasonable profit given
to them. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

I notice one thing—that in the free list in this bill there is a
provision which places fossils on the free list. I looked in the
dictionary to find out the exact definition of a fossil. I won-
dered why it was that the gentlemen upon the other side had
placed fossils upon the free list. Here is the way that Webster's
Dictionary describes a fossil:

A fossil is a person whose views and opinions are extremely anti-
quated ; one whose sympathies are with a former rather than the
present.

[Laughter.]

Gentlemen, it was a scheme on your part to get more protection-
ists into this country free of duty, because we all know if there
is a class of people whose views are extremely antiquated and
whose sympathies are with a former time rather than the pres-
ent, certainly it is the protective-tariff advocate. [Laughter.]
And why?

Mr. REEDER. I understand that proposition was purely in
the interest of the Democracy.

Mr. JAMES. Your understanding, as usual, is very vague
[laughter], for the reason that if it had been in favor of the
Democracy you would not have put it in the bill. [Applause on
the Democratic side.] But the reason you want fossils here is
that you want to go back to a former time. And when was
that? A time when you contended that the tariff was for the
protection of infant industries; that they should be protected
until they were able to stand upon their own feet; and now
they have come to stand on everybody else's feet. [Applause.]
You want to give them more protection than ever in this bill.
There is one difference I wounld make in this definition, and that
is, instead of saying “one whose sympathies are with the past
rather than the present,” I should amend it and say, “one
whose sympathy is with the trusts against the people; ” and I
believe you would have a much better definition of protection
advocates. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

But there is another article I notice you have taken from the
free list in the Dingley bill. You had “cultch™ upon the free
list. Yon have stricken that from the free list in the Payne bill.
I looked it up and found that “cultch” meant oyster shells. The
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poor, the unemployed people of this country, driven into idleness
by your Dingley bill, were cultivating some sort of a taste for
oyster shells, and you at once took them off of the free list and
placed them on the protected list. [Laughter and applause.]

But what do you offer the farmer in this bill? Why, Mr.
Chairman, I can hear our friends across the aisle go before the
farmers and say, “ This bill gives you protection on your farm
products. The Republican party has put a tariff of 25 cents
per bushel npon wheat.” But let us examine this question. The
farmer can not be the beneficiary of a protective system; he
must necessarily be its vietim.

His wheat must be sold in the open markets of the world at
prices fixed by them. Last year he exported 76,569,423 bushels
of wheat. What benefit could protection be to him upon his
wheat? Who will deny that the price the surplus brings in the
open market fixes the price at home? Wheat in June, 1907,
sold in Liverpool as follows: White, 33s. 6d. per quarter (504
pounds), or 96 cents to $1.04 per bushel ; red, 33s. 6d. per quar-
ter (504 pounds), or 96 cents to $1.01 per bushel.

The New York price in June, 1907, was 90 cents.

The freight rate from New York to Liverpool in June, 1907,
was 3.74 cents per bushel, making the American wheat in Liver-
pool 93.74 cents per bushel,

By this statement it will be seen that while wheat was
bringing 90 cents in New York, which market our Republican
friends tell the farmers they have so generously protected
with a tariff of 25 cents per bushel, it was bringing from 96 cents
to $1.04 in free-trade England. It cost the American farmer 3.74
cents per bushel to transport his product from New York to
Europe. What a fraud this discloses the protective theory to
be when it is said to benefit the farmer in the sale of his wheat.
Every sensible man knows very well that no farmer, no dealer,
no person would be exporting his wheat to Liverpool if it did
not bring more there than it would bring at home, for the
simple reason that it cost him nearly 4 cents a bushel to ship
it there, to say nothing of the cost of insurance and the hazard
of transportation. [Applause.]

And so it is with corn. Our Republican friends go to the
great corn producers of the West and attempt to justify the
protective-tariff robbery upon everything that they must buy
by saying to them, “ We gave you a tariff duty of 15 cents a
bushel on corn.”” We exported last year 83,300,708 bushels of
corn; we exported, in 1906, 117,718,657 bushels of corn. We have
exported as high as 200,000,000 bushels of corn in one year,
loading it upon ships, paying transportation to get it to for-
eign markets, where there is no 15 cents protection afforded
to it. What fools these men must have been if the 15 cents
per bushel tariff makes the farmer’s corn sell for more at home
than abroad. Why did they not sell it here? For the very
simple reason that there was no market for it here.

We produced more than we could consume. It was worth
more abroad than it was at home. Corn in 1907 sold in Liver-
pool at 23s. 6d. per quarter of 504 pounds, or 62 to 63 cents per
bushel. At the same time corn was selling in New York at 59
cents, which, with 3% cents added for freight, would make it
worth about 63 cents delivered in Liverpool. The May export
price was 573 cents, which, with 3% cents added for freight,
would make about 61 cents per bushel in Liverpool. From this
it will be seen that corn was bringing from 62 to 63 cents per
bushel of 56 pounds in Liverpcol, while the New York price was
59 cents per bushel. And so it is upon all these articles on
which they pretend to benefit the farmer by a tariff. So, gentle-
men, the truth of the whole matter is that the tariff, so far as it
relates to the farmer in affording him protection when he must
sell in the open markets of the world, is not only a delusion and
a snare, but a most consummate fraud. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] And, Mr. Chairman, when the farmer has shipped
his wheat to J.iverpool and sold it in that open market in com-
petition with the world, he makes a purchase of farming imple-
ments, of household goods, of the necessities of life, and they are
shipped back to him. He comes down to the port in New York,
and what is the result? You furnish him with a list which he
must fill out, showing the character and quantity of goods he
has. He must swear to this, and then he must pay an exorbitant
tariff duty, fixed upon all these articles which he bought in the
same market where he sold, before he can take them home to use
them upon the farm where he raised the products that he sold.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

And the ontrage of this protective tariff system is not fairly
illustrated even by this example, becaunse the amount the farmer
would pay in this instance would go into the Treasury; but
under the provisions of this bill the tariff is so high in most in-
stances that all the protective tariff duties are added to the

price of the article he must buy, and go into the pockets of the
monopoly and not into the Treasury. [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side.] For when a tariff becomes prohibitive the result
is to keep out imports and to keep up prices, the result of which
is the manufacturer acts as a collecting agent.

Mr, GOULDEN. Can you tell the House what amount of
corn or wheat was imported into this country last year?

Mr. JAMES. About 10,000 bushels of corn. I have not the
amount of wheat.

Mr, GOULDEN. I suppose that was for seed purposes.

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. GOULDEN. One further question: Is it not a fact that
the market at Liverpool fixes the price of both corn and wheat
as it affects this country, and, in fact, the whole world?

Mr. JAMES. The geuntleman is correct.

When this Republic was formed and the States associated
themseles into a union the right of taxation was understood to
be given to the Federal Government for the purpose only of ad-
ministering the Government economically. No human being
dared then to assert, no representative of monopoly assumed to
proclaim, that the taxing power of the Government could be
used for any other than the purpose of raising sufficient revenue
to defray the expenses of the Government, administered in hon-
esty and economy. The idea that the governmental power or
the legislative decree could be invoked to aid some and pillage
others, to enrich some and despoil others, was never dreamed
of. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Such a contention
that the taxing power of the Government could be used to en-
hance the price of articles or protect them from competition
was a species of Republicanism that had not then been born.
[Applause on the Democratic side.] No one can contend that
the States could have been associated together under any such
doctrine.

The true position of the Democratic party upon the tariff
question, stripped of all verbiage, is that the tax shall be gath-
ered, first, from the articles of luxury, from the fortunes and
incomes of the rich; then, if this does not prodfice enough, from
the comforts of life, and if this does not produce enough, then
from the necessities of life. The position of the Democratic
party has always been that that class of our countrymen who
prosper most are most greatly indebted to the Government, and
therefore should bear more of its burdens. No party free from
the domination of plutocracy would dare advoeate any other
doctrine. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

In the days gone by you have pretended the tariff system was
all for the laboring man, yet you are now forced to admit that
the American laborer is the most intelligent, the most skilled,
the most industrious of all the world. He turns out over one and
a half times as much work in the same hours as any other
toiler on earth. He receives less for his labor, with this con-
sidered, than any abroad, to say nothing of the inecreased and
much greater cost of living in the United States. The laborer
here owes the wages he now gets to his own good sense in
organizing. The labor unions have done more to keep his
wages at what they are than all the tariff laws ever written.
Destroy the union and, though the tariff law remain as high as
the sky, he would become an industrial slave. The Republican
party refused to exempt the laborer’s organization from the
antitrust law; they placed the toiling millions of the land, who
have hearts that beat, hands that work, and lips that pray,
along the side of merchandise, the droves of cattle, or tons of steel,
[Applause on the Democratic side.] You refused to give him
the same protection from oppressive injunction that you afford
the rest of humanity; you refused to allow him to stand with
all the rest when they come to the oppressive power of the
federal court in the matter of injunctions. The Republican
party gives to the manufacturer the power of the law to en-
hance the price of his produet, but at the same time it denies
to the laboring man the right to publish the truth for his pro-
tection. The manufacturer is given the protection of the law;
the laborer is denied the publicity of truth. [Applause.]

But there is a provision in this bill placing fluor spar on the
taxed list—>50 cents per ton on erude fluor spar. Mr. Van Cleave,
the high priest of protection, complains that the steel trust has
been hit hard by this bill; that the article that goes into the
manufacture of steel as one of its ingredients—fluor spar—has
been placed upon the taxed list at 50 cents per ton. I had a
gentleman figure that out for me. He tells me that 5 pounds of
fluor spar go into each ton of steel, and the amount of increase
in this tariff bill upon the steel trust is one-tenth of 1 cent, or 1
mill, per ton, and I know that you all must agree with me that-
that will ruin the steel trust if it is to stand a thing of that
sort. [Applause on the Democratic side.] No wonder that Mr.

Van Cleave feels that the country has been outraged, and sspe-
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cially the steel trust, when you add to the price that it costs
them to make a ton of steel one-tenth of 1 cent, or 1 mill
[Laughter.] You ought to be ashamed of yourselves for impos-
ing upon this pitiless corporation in that way. [Applause on
the Democratic side.] The truth of it is this tariff upon fluor
spar was placed in the bill, in my judgment, for the purpose for
which it is used by Mr. Van Cleave—io undertake to justify the
steel frust in trying to maintain its robber tariff duties upon
steel, which have enabled the steel monopoly to charge the Ameri-
can people $28 for a ton of steel, and then ship across the sea
the same article and sell in competition with the whole world
to the foreigner at $18 to $20 per ton; a system that has pro-
duced so many millionaires, who are only equaled in numbers
by the paupers the policy has made.

The Republican party for many years maintained its su-
premacy by the fraudulent pretense that a tariff was not a tax
paid by the consumer. Our forefathers kmew better than this,
for when they pitched the tea into Boston Harbor it was be-

.cause England had put a tax upon tea, which they had sense
enough to know they would be compelled to pay when they
bought it to place it upon their tables. - Then, the Republican
party justified the tariff upon the contention that if it were a
tax it was paid by the foreigner. But all of these contentions
and pretensions have been exploded.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi, Will the gentleman yield
for me to make a statement at this time——

Mr. JAMES, Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl (continuing). On the sub-
ject of the benefit the farmer is getting out of this tariff? There
is a tariff on cotton ties which amounts to about 5 cents a bale,
on every bale of cotton, and which does not yield to the Federal
Treasury one nickel of revenue. In other words, under this
tariff bill, they permit the steel trust to collect a royalty of &
cents on every bale of cotton produced in this country. [Ap-
plause.] .

Mr. JAMES. . Yes; and in connection with that I might say
this, that if these gentlemen of the East, in New England, who
have imposed this tariff tax upon the people of the Northwest,
the West, and the South, produced cotton like the southern
States do and had to sell it in the open markets of the world
in competition with the poorly paid labor of Egypt and India,
you would be taking out of the Treasury a bounty and giving
it to your producers of cotton. [Applause on the Democratie
side.] But what is the contention? You say that the tariff
increases the price of wool to the grower, and to the consumer
you say that it cheapens the price of clothes. You say to the
farmer that the tariff increases the price of wheat, and to the
consnmer you say that it decreases the price of flour. You say
to the farmer that it increases the price of corn, and to the
man who buys the meal that it decreases the price of meal.
To the eattle grower you say that it increases the price of his
cattle, and to the consumer you say that it decreases the price
of beef. You say to the farmer that it increases the price
of hides, and to the consumer that it decreases the price of
shoes. And so on, all through your list, you are forced, when
you go from one class of our countrymen to another, from the
producer to the consumer, to entirely change your contention
upon the tariff question in order to meet the divergent views
held by the people in the various localities, whether they are
consumers or producers.

Mr. WEISSE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. JAMES. Yes.

Mr. WEISSE. Is it not a fact that through the rebate sys-.

tem the foreigner can buy American leather cheaper than the
American, who produces it, through the Dingley bill?

Mr. JAMES. That is undoubtedly true. He can do that.
Upon this question of reasonable profit that you give to the
manufacturer you have a provision also that fixes a maximum
rate in this bill and a minimum rate. What is that? Your
jdea in having a maximum rate is that it will make govern-
ments deal with us fairly in trade relations, Your contention
in having a minimum rate is that it will offer them a reward
for fair dealing. But what is the result? I never did believe
in the contention that in order’ to treat our people fairly we
had to treat somebody else unfairly. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] I never did believe in the doctrine that we ought
to tax our people because others tax their people. [Applause
on the Democratic gide.] I never did believe that we ought to
give fair play to our people only when fair play is given by other

- governments to their people. [Applause.] We reversed that
doctrine of governments one hundred and twenty years ago,
when our fathers upon this continent gave to our people some-
thing other people did not have and were refused by their gov-

ernments, and that was the right to be free and to enjoy the
blessings of liberty. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Now, upon the maximum and minimum rate provision of the
bill, let us see. You are going to punish the consumer in this
country; and why? Because the governments across the sea
will not deal fairly with our manufactures. Your whole vision
sees only the manufacturer. You see the manufacturer when
you place the tax upon our people here. You see the manufac-
turer when you go to the maximum rate—always for the bene-
fit of the manufacturer. Now, let us see if we ean not get fair
play for the consumer. I am going to offer an amendment, if
I have an opportunity, when this bill is under consideration,
and I shall read it here:

Provided, That whenever the President of the United States shall
be satisfied that the price of any commodity or article of merchandise
has been enhanced in co uence of any monopoly or trust in the
United States, he shall issue his proclamation suspending the collection
of all customs duties or import taxes on like articles of merchandise or
commodities brought from foreign countries. Such suspension shall

continue as long as such cement in Dgrlce of such commodity or
article of merchandise exists and until revoked by the President.

Will you gentlemen be in favor of that? That is the mini-
mum rate of free trade and a minimum rate in favor of and
for the benefit of the consumer, when the manufacturer does
not deal fairly with our people here. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] You want to punish somebody when the manu-
facturer is not dealt fairly with. Now let us punish the manu-
facturer when he fails to deal fairly with the people who build
this protection wall around him and protect him from competi-
tion with the world. This amendment is in the interest of tha
people. It can not be invoked against any commodity except
when that commodity has been monopolized by the lawless,
[Applause on the Democratic side.] What objection can be
offered to this? Who is willing to contend that the maximum
rate should be invoked in the interest of a manufacturer be-
cause some government has done wrong, and deny that the frea
list should be the protection of the American consumer when
the manufacturer has become a brigand, pillaging without con-
science from the people whose laws afford him protection and
strength? Who is willing to contend that it is just that the
manufacturer should be permitted to monopolize a certain
article of necessity to our people, raise the price as high as they
can stand, and then ship the same article across the sea and sell
it in competition with the open world at a less price than he
sold it for at home?

Let the minimum rate of the free list be invoked in the in-
terest of untrammeled trade and open competition for the bene-
fit of the consumer, the one at last who makes his country great,
as well as invoke the maximum rate in the interest of the manu-
facturer to punish another people. Some gentlemen may say
this is too much power to place in the President’s hands. I
deny it. This is not the power of “oppression.” It is the
power of “suppression” of monopoly, the power to relieve the
people. Our Republican friends were willing in the Dingley
bill to place in the hands of the President the power to declare
a tariff duty which did not exist to become operative. - It was
not a power that was too great to place in the hands of the
Chief Executive then, because if he exercised it it redounded
to the interest of the manufacturer. So then, I ask that the
same proposition be reversed and the President be permitted
to exercise this power in the interest of the people, for the
benefit of the people and against the men who oppress them
with monopoly. The provision that you have in the Dingley
tariff bill—it is section 3—provides that whenever the Presi-
dent, with a view to securing reciprocal trade relations with
countries producing coffee, tea, and tonka beans, whenever
any such government shall not be treating us fairly in trade
relations, shall have the right to do what? Put the tariff up
on tea and on coffee, articles that all the people must consume.
You yourselves lodged in the hands of the President the power
to increase the price of the poor man’s tea and coffee, on tea
10 cents per pound, on coffee 3 cents per pound, on tonka beans
50 cents per pound. Now, will you deny the right when op-
portunity comes, in order to destroy the trusts or monopolies
or combinations, to the President in the interest of the people,
to say to these great manufacturers, “ You have got this pro-
tection thrown around you and you are using it for bad pur-
poses. You are using it to rob the American consumer, and
therefore we provide that the tariff under such conditions shall
be declared off by a proclamation of the President of the United
States.” [Applause on the Democratic side.]

When Alexander Hamilton advocated a tariff for protection,
he did it upon the contention that there would always be com-
petition enough in the protected boundary to keep prices reason-
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able; but Alexander Hamilfon’s day was before the trusts; it
was before a monopoly ever existed, and no man believes that
if he had known then that the competitors, protected by the
tariff, would amalgamate themselves into one octopus, known as
a “trust” to oppress the people, he would ever have advocated a
protective tariff at all. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman whether
or not the same doctrine was not advocated and believed in by
such stalwart Republicans as James A. Garfield and John Sher-
man?

Mr. JAMES. Certainly; and not only that——

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And Horace Greeley.

Mr. JAMES. Yes; and Greeley, also. And in regard to the
position of Garfield and Sherman, I desire to read from a
speech made by Mr. Garfield.

The late President Garfield said:

Duties shonld be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete
with the foreign product, but not so high as to enable them to drive
out the foreign articles, enjoy the monopoly of the trade, and regulate
the prices as they please.

Senator Sherman, discussing the tariff commission bill in 1883,
said:

The measure of {}mtection should extend only so far as to create
competition, and not to ecreate home monopoly.

I am by this tariff bill and the position of the Republican
party declaring it to be a revision downward like the fellow
down in Metealf County, Ky., of whom I have often heard Mr.
Eugene Newman, better known as “ Savoyard,” the most learned
and gifted biographical and political sketch writer in the
United States, speak. [Applause.].

He said down in Barren County, Ky., there lived a man after
the order of “ Black George,” in Fielding's immortal novel. He
was a squatter-sovereignty person and his domicile was on the
southwestern slope of Pilot Knob, near the Green County line.
His name was Creedall—Bluford Creedall. He was a noted char-
acter, and, like Ancient Pistol, he held to the creed “ Base is
the slave that pays.” A heavy forest extended from his very door
clear down into the Devil's half acre and far into Lick Swamp.
There were the giant white oak, the prolific post oak, the frait-
ful beech, the productive chestnut. The undergrowth was thick
with hazelnut. It was a hunter's paradise and in autumn a
fine “range for swine.” The title to the soil was in Waddy
Thompson, a prosperous farmer, who dwelt some miles off.
Every fall Thompson drove some five score thrifty shoats to
the forest, where they fed on the “ mast,” grew, and developed
into fine porkers. One bright October morn Thompson rode up
to Mr. Creedall’s eabin and a dialogue like this began:

“ Good morning, Blufe.”

“ Good morning, Wad.”

“ Blufe, I have just brought over a bunch of hogs to take the
mast on the range, and have chosen you to look after them. You
know there is a mighty shackling set around here, and some of
them don’t mind stealing a hog when they are not watched.
Now, Blufe, if you will keep an eye on my hogs and take care
of them for me, I'll make you a present of the pick of the lot at
killing time. You may have five of the very best, your own
p[ ”

“Wad, that seems reasonable; we have always been the best
of friends in the world, you have done me a heap of favors, and
I guess I'll have to accommodate you; but I'll be d—d if I don't
lose pork by it.” [Laughter.]

So I think if this is the charaecter of bill which is to be the
revision so long promised by the Republican party—downward
revision, as they please to say—then I think we had better put
the trusts and monopolies of the country upon their honor and
let them formulate a bill along tariff lines, for I will swear I
believe we would save pork by it. [Laughter and applause on
the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, this bill presents the much-heralded, long-
promised Republican revision of the tariff. Its provisions more
firmly intrench monopoly than ever before.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In that connection I would like to
ask the gentleman if the government experts themselves have
not figured it out that the average rates in this bill are 1.56 per
cent higher than in the Dingley bill?

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from Missouri is entirely cor-
rect. The average rate under the Dingley bill was 44.16, under
this the average rate is 45.72 per cent.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And I want to ask you another

guestion. When this maximum goes into effect, if it does, that
elevates it 21.56 per cent above the rate of the Payne bill?

Mr. JAMES. That is undoubtedly true, and in addition to
your increase upon that, whenever they put in operation the
maximum rate it will sweep off of the free list at least 50 arti-
cles that are now there.

Gentlemen here have discussed the lumber question. We
heard from a manufacturer the other day, a man engaged and
interested in the business, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
ForbpNEY | —my personal friend. He pleaded the cause of pro-
tection. Why? Why, he says he is acquainted with the busi-
ness. He is interested in lumber, but the poor man who is with-
out a home has no one to speak for him except the Representa-
tives upon this floor. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

A great banquet was given by the lumber trust a few weeks
ago at the New Willard Hotel in this city. A moest sumptuous
feast, I am told, was offered to the guests. They were lobbying
to keep the $2 tariff on lumber ; but, gentlemen, I am in favor of
free lumber. The millions of people in our country who are
without homes have no banquets to offer you, no sparkling wine
for you to sip, no hot birds for you to eat. They have a ballot,
though, and can reward you at the polls with their love, their
vote, and their confidence; and I appeal from the banquet of the
lumber trust to the homeless of the land and ask you to
choose which side you will serve. [Loud applause.] But our
friends, and many of them from New HEngland, have told us
that we ought to go into the Treasury and take out millions of
dollars and buy the White and Appalachian Mountains for the
purpose of reforesting them; that the lumber is being eut off,
and it is the only way we can save our timber and our forests.
And yet some of these gentlemen, I regret to say, are most vigor-
ous in their opposition to a reduction of the tariff gpon lumber.
Gentlemen, think of refusing to allow a man to build a home,
refusing to give him a spot of earth where he may plant
his own vine and fig tree, and sit under his own roof unless
the clutch of monopoly is laid upon him. I desire to call your
attention to the fact that the home is the world's great eivi-
lizer. The home makes a man a good citizen ; it enconrages him
in the battle of life. And how can gentlemen here upon this
floor see only from the lumber dealer’s view, a monopoly which
has increased the cost of lumber 100 per cent in the last five
years, rather than leook at the millions who are without homes,
I take from the census reports of 1900 the following statement:

Census of 1900.

Total dwellings 14, 474, 777
Total families 16, 2390, 797
Total homes owned free 4, 739, 914
Total mortgaged 2, 180, 229
Total tenants or hired 8, 246, TAT
Total unknown homes 298, 612

Of the 6,920,143 homes owned in 1900, 5,064,842 were native
whites, 1,730,970 were foreign whites.

So, by this we will see that there are 8,246,747 families who
are living in homes they do not own, tenants who have to pay
a monthly rent. Virtually 42,000,000 of our people do not
own their own homes, but live in tenement houses. This is an
appeal, to my mind, stronger than any music that ever swelled
in the banquet hall; this is a mute, silent appeal in favor of
free lnmber. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

And right here I want to say that no Democrat can justify
his position before his people in undertaking to get a protective
tariff upon something the people of his district produce, for
when he does this he strengthens the bands of protection every-
where. No man ean advocate that his people may be permitted
to rob under the guise of a protective tariff without conceding
the same privilege to all others. They might loot the rest of
the people in a small way, but they must remember that all
other people are being looted in a greater way upon every
necessity of life. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, there is another provision in this bill to which
I wish to refer, and that is the one relating to sugar. The
amount of raw sugar imported into this country in 1907 is as
follows:

Raw sugar imported in 1907, -
Long tons.

Full dutiable sugar 347, 500
Concession sugar, Philippi 10, 700
Concession s . Cuba 1, 340, 400
Free sugar, waii 418, 102
Free sugar, Porto Rico 212, 853

Total imported 2,329,564

The total duties on all raw sugar were $54,310,082.
Refiners got all of this raw sugar at a tariff cost of $54,310;-
082 or $23.31 a long ton or 1.04 cents per pound. The raw
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sugar duty when equalized in this way amounts to 1.04 cents per
pound.

In fixing the present rate for refined sugar, five hundredths
of a cent was deducted from. the old rate of 1.95 cents, so
that the present differential is twenty-one and a half hun-
dredths.

If twenty-one and a half hundredths be added to 1.04 cents,
the actual duty rate on all sugar, the refined duty rate would
be 1.255 instead of 1.90, as the Payne bill fixes. The refiners
get 0.645 more than they are entitled to, even on protective
principles.

There is no reason whatever for adding the differential,
0.215 cent to 1.685 cents, the duty rate on 96° sugar. This
assumes that the refiners pay 1.685 cents for all imported raw
sugar, when, as a matter of fact, they only pay 1.685 cents on
264,961 long tons.

On all dutiable sugar they pay 0.0137 cents per pound, and
on all imported sugar 0.0104 cents.

If 0.0021% be assumed as the proper differential, and the
Payne bill makes that assumption, then it should be added to
what the imported raw sugar as a whole costs refiners—0.0104
cents—and not to what a particular item costs them—0.01685
cents.

The duty on refined sugar should therefore not be more than
0.0125%, instead of 0.190 as the bill proposes. The duty on re-
fined sugar proceeds on the idea that the refiners have actually
paid 0.01685 cents per pound duty on all the 2,320,564 tons of
imported sugar, when, as has been shown, they pay on but
264,961 tons. They actually get 2,329,564 tons of raw sugar at
a duty of 1.04 cents per pound, and the differential 0.213%
should attach to this and not to 0.168%, as is proposed.

One hundred and twenty-five and a half hundredths and
not 1.90 should be the rate on refined sugar even on your pro-
tection principles, and less than this on sound revenue priu-
ciples. =

The truth is that this bill gives the sugar trust a tribute of
nearly 1 cent per pound on every particle of sugar used in the
homes of this land, while if we had free sugar, which is a
necessity to our people, they could buy it for half the price they
now pay.

The import prices for sugar, not above No. 16 Dutch standard
in color, cane, were for the year 1906-7, as follows:

1906.
July _ — §0.0198
August _ . 0216
September L0196
October . 0196
November . 0196
Decemb . 0190

1007.
January - . 0221
February . 0215
March . 0207
April _ . 0208
May . 0228
June . 0234

Average for a year, 0.0208 cents per pound.

The wholesale price for Standard A for 1907 was 0.0445 per
pound, and for granulated 0.0465. The export price of sugar
refined in 1907 was 0.0386 cents, or about 4 cents a pound.

In other words, the average foreign cost per pound was 2.08
cents in 1907, while the wholesale price of granulated sugar in
New York for the same year was 4.65 cents per pound, and
the export price of all refined sugar was 3.86,

The consumption in the United States for 1907 was 2,093,979
long tons, or 6,706,512,900 pounds, an average of 77.5 pounds
per capita, or 387.5 pounds per family of five.

So this shows that under this bill the sugar monopoly is al-
lowed to reach into every home, to every cottage and ecabin in
the land, and take the sum of almost $4 from each family per
year, while if we had free sugar it would save all families who
use 387 pounds per year more than §$7.

There is another provision of this bill to which I wish to in-
vite your attention. The Ways and Means Committee three
times reported favorably a bill taking the tax off tobacco in the
hand or unmanufactured state. Many of you are familiar with
the conditions in Kentucky. The tobacco trust, which is pro-
tected in this bill in the sale of its manufactured tobacco by
more than 100 per cent, went down into my country and they
monopolized and trustized and organized all the competitive
buyers. And what did they do? They fixed the price at which
the farmer had to sell his tobacco. They laid the country off,
and they said to one man, “ You can go this road,” and to the

other, “ You must go that.” They said to one man, “ You can go
and buy on this side of the road,” and to the other, “ You must
not go.” What was the result? They fixed the price of the
farmer’s tobacco, and foreced it down from $12 to $3 a hundred.
I am speaking of the dark tebacco.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit a statement
right there?

Mr. JAMES. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT. In my own county there are instances of
farmers owning land on both sides of the road and having to-
bacco on both sides of the road. I know of several such cases,
but I speak of one that I remember of just now, when a buyer
from town went to the barn on one side of the road and bought
the tobacco in it, and refused to look at the same kind of
tobacco on the other side of the road because, he said, under his
orders he was not permitted to do it.

Mr. JAMES, That is undoubtedly true. The reason he would
not look at it was because it was not in his territory, the terri-
tory fixed by the trust. What is the result? Our people, patri-
otic people who love the Government as well as any of your
people, do not ask your aid; we do not want a bounty from the
Treasury ; we do not ask legislative aid to make our tobacco sell
for more; we only ask that you do not use the power of the Gov-
ernment against us in favor of the trust. [Applause.] We only
ask the right to sell what we grow to whom we please in its
natural state. We demand that you repeal the law that forces
us to sell to the tobacco trust and denies us the right to sell to
the people. [Applause.] You say to our farmers that they
shall not be able to sell their tobacco to anybody but the trust.
[Applause.] The farmer has had this tariff racket worked on
him in two ways: To increase the price of the necessities of life,
which he must buy from the manufacturers, and decrease the
price of the article he has to sell. The Committee on Ways and
Means reported the bill unanimous®y, and unanimously it passed
the House three times, in the Fifty-eighth, Fifty-ninth, and Six-
tieth Congresses, taking the tax off unmanufactured tobacco.
But in the Senate it halted. They never would give it consider-
ation, and when this tariff bill came before the House I asked
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. PAYNE]
if he would agree to an amendment taking the tax off of tobacco,
and he said, ** Well, we better not load this bill down too much.”
I said, “ It will not be loading it down; it will lighten it up.”
[Applause.] It would lighten the hearts, lighten the homes, and
lighten the lives of our people. [Applause.] I want to call
the attention of my friend across the aisle to the Republican
platform upon the guestion of the tobacco tax, which is not
included in this bill. Your party said this in 1888: “ We pledge
ourselves to repeal the tax upon tobacco, which is an annoy-
ance and burden to agriculture.” When was that? In 1888.
Twenty years and more have gone and the pledge remains un-
redeemed.

We had almost an industrial war in Kentucky caused by the
merciless oppression of this tobacco trust. The people have
stood the grinding. They were almost driven to desperation,
gouged and oppressed, and their children made ragged by this
trust. Our people are law-abiding, law-loving, church-going peo-
ple. I have always appealed to them to abide by the law; that
their remedy was in an appeal to you, to your conscience, to
your idea of fair play and justice; I have told them that they
would get justice, that my appeal to you would not be in vain.
[Loud applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I very much regretted to see this bill brought
in without any provision for an income tax, I know that when
you talk of an income tax it may be said, “ Oh, an income tax
is unconstitutional.” But, gentlemen, remember that, though
that Jaw had been held to be constitutional for a hundred years,
the wealth of the counfry never stopped its battle, and when the
tax was imposed, as it was in 1894, the wealth of the country
believed in perseverance, and went to the Supreme Court of the
United States and fought again to have that tax declared un-
constitutional. What was the result, gentlemen? In this coun-
try to-day, out of $110,000,000,000 of wealth, $80,000,000,000 of
the wealth of this country does not pay a dollar to help keep
up this great Government whose beneficence it enjoys. Why,
let me read yon briefly from a statement made by this author:

In a modest, old-fashioned ‘builn:i!m;'iz in Wall street, so modest that it
seems out of place in the locality of the canyon-like streets of America’s
reat financial center, there gather occasionally about a directors’ table
men who all but own the United States. They are the directors of
the National City Bank, of New York, the greatest bank of America,
and they represent a total financial power of $11,000,000,000, or about
one-tenth the entire wealth of the United States of America.

How much does that wealth pay to keep up this Government?
Practically nothing; yet you take it off of those people and put
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it on those who consume the necessities of life. [Applause on
the Democratie side.]

But, further, there are in this country 7,305,448 depositors in
the savings banks of America. How much have they under this
glorious system of protection about which you tell us so much?
By lives of self-denial, travail, and toil, they have been enabled
to save £3,060,000,000 of money, representing, as they do, about
40,000,000 of our people; but here 23 men under your system of
protection, exempt from taxation, have four times as much con-
trolling power of money as nearly 40,000,000 of our people in
the United States of America. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] 2

An income tax is the most just of all taxes. There is not a
civilized country in the world that does not impose an income
tax. The man who is making money is able to pay of his profits
more than the poor fellow is able to pay of his earnings. Let us
see what Secretary Taft said upon the income tax. The other
day when the gentleman from New York was speaking and this
question was brought up, he said he doubted if Secretary Taft
made a statement like that. I went to the paper owned by
Secretary Taft's own brother, and his own brother's paper pub-
lished this statement as coming from Secretary Taft, who is
now President of the United States. It was in a speech that he
prepared and gave out, and it was published in every paper in
the United States, and here is what he said:

A graduated income tax wounld also have a tendency to reduce the
motive for the aceumulation of enormous wealth, but the Supreme Court
has held an income tax not to be a valid exercise of power by the Federal
Government. The objectlon to it from a practical standpoint is its
inquisitorial character and the premium it puts on perjury. In times
of great national need, however, an me tax would be of t
assistance in furnishing means to ca on the Government and it is
not free from doubt how the Supreme Court, with changed membership
would view a new income tax law under such conditions. The eou
was nearly evenly divided In the last case, and during the eivil war

%'reat sums were collected without judicial interference, and as it was
hen supposed within the federal power.

Let us analyze this statement briefly; let us see whether or
not the objections given are good; let us see if the time for an
income tax has not arrived. President Taft says:

In times of great national need, however, an income tax would be of
greut assis in furnis means to carry on the Government.

What is a time of great mational need, Mr. Chairman, in the
affairs of a government? Is not this such a time? Why, Presi-
dent Taft himself told us in his message that the deficit in the
Treasury amounted to more than a hundred million dellars,
and in this very bill we are now considering there is a provision
for the issuance of $250,000,000 worth of interest-bearing bonds,
bonding the property, the earning capacity, and the patriotism
of the American people to this great extent, which bonds are to
bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent. Is this a time of great
need, with an empty treasury, a deficit of more than a hundred
million dollars, and the issuance of bonds pending to this great
extent? Let us strike out this bond issue, let us call upon these
great fortunes, made by monopolies, trusts, and combinations,
to bear some of the burdens of this great Government. Al-
though it is not inguisitorial to inquire of the poor man how
many hogs he has, how many horses he has—you are not in-
quisitorial then—but when you approach a man with a mighty
fortune, you are inquisitorial when you ask him what he has,
[Applause on the Democcratic side.] But let us proceed.

And the premium it puts on perjury—

According to that objection, in order to keep the millionaires
honest and keep them from committing perjury, we must allow
them to go untaxed, because if we tax them they will swear to
a lie about it. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

But let us examine this statement further—

and it 1s not free from doubt—
Mark the langnage—

It is not free from doubt how the Supreme Court, with its chan
membership, would view an income-tax law under such conditions. ]
conrt was nearly evenly di in the last case, and during the elvil
war great sums were collected without judicial interference, and, as it
was then believed, within the federal power.

How many men are on the bench who were there when this
income-tax law was declared unconstitutional, when one judge
changed his mind between the setting and the rising of the sun?
[Applause on the Democratic side.] How many upon that bench
were for an income tax, and how many against it? How did
they stand upon that case? Two of them were in favor of an
income tax and two of them were against it who now remain
upon the bench. Five new members are upon the bench, who

have been appointed since this decision. I believe that when
this income tax again comes before our federal court they will
declare it constitutional. President Taft says it is not free
from doubt, and he is a great lawyer; but my sincere regret is
that President Taft did not rise to the occasion and send to
this House a message calling upon us to place upon the incomes
of the rich, the corporations, and monopolies an income tax.
[Applause.]

The gentleman from Minnesofa [Mr. SteEvexs], who was in
consulation with the President, tells us that he will introduce a
bill for an income tax. I asked him, “Will you introduce it as
an amendment to this bill?"” “ Oh, no,” he said, “ we do not
want to embarrass this bill."” Is it an embarrassment to a bill
that taxes the poor man’s coffee, his sugar, his farming imple-
ments, his elothes, and all that he consumes—is it an embarrass-
ment to that bill to provide an amendment taxing in some de-
gree the mighty fortunes that pile up like Pelion on Ossa? [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for an answer?

Mr. JAMES. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HARDY. I wish, in my way, to answer that it is an em-
barrassment to this bill to tax the rich, because this is a bill
simply to tax the poor. [Laughter and applause on the Demo-
cratie side.]

Mr. JAMES. I entirely agree with the gentleman’s state-
ment; it is a good answer. I was in hopes that it might come
from the other side of the aisle in the same spirit as it was
given by my friend from Texas.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JAMES. Certainly. )

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I want to call the attention of
the gentleman from Kentucky, the House, and the country to the
fact that what the gentleman has read from Secretary Taft's
speech in Ohio in reference to an income tax is about what was
in the Demoeratic platform of 1896; and for so declaring the
Republicans and some Democrats criticised it as an assault on
the court because we said it indicated that the court might
change its opinion.

Mr. JAMES. That is undoubtedly true. But gentlemen have
observed the political events that have followed, and the Demo-
eratic party stood out in the wilderness and advoeated this
doetrine when it was unpopular, and now the Republicans come
along and try to advocate the same thing by innuendo, but not
in the real spirit in which it ought to be incorporated into law.
They promise, but never perform. You say you will present an
income-tax law. When are you going to do it? Thirteen years
have gone and no income-tax law has been presented. I want
to say that one will be offered to this bill as an amendment, unless
the machine of this House denies us this right by a rule, and
you gentlemen will have an opportunity to vote upon it, and
then we shall see how you will line up on this question.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. What I wanted to call attention
to was the fact that what we did in 1896 was called an attack
upon the court, and that we have been followed in that attack
by men who are now chiefs in the Republican party.

Mr. JAMES. Of course, nobody can attack the eourt except
a Democrat. The Republicans can talk about the court any
way they please and it is no attack; but if a Democrat says
anything about a decision, it is a terrific assault on the integrity
of the court. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

When you view this bill, up one side and down the other, it
reminds me of the old lady who had the only spring in the
neighborhood, and she always gave freely to everybody who
came for water. She was most generous, and when the drought
came on she was just as liberal; and finally the neighbors said:
“8he is such a good old woman and has never seen anything
of the world, but has always so longed to see the ocean; we
will make up some money and send her fo the seashore.” They
did so, and put her on the train, and she made the journey to
the seashore; and as she stood looking out upon its broad, toss-
ing, rolling bosom, a broad smile spread over her face, and she
exclaimed, as she threw up her hands: “Thank God, there is
water enough for us all.” [Laughter.]

And so it is with the trusts of the United States. As they
gather about this bill, looking over its various items, seeing
safely written upon its pages their continued license to steal, a
broad sinile spreads over their faces, as they throw their hands
up and exclaim, “ Thank God, there is loot enough in it for
:i?i 111]11 " [Laughter and continued applause on the Demoeratic

e.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Washington [Mr.
CusHMAN] is recognized. [Applanse.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, it Is with more hesi-
tancy than usual that I rise this morning to add my few words
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to this debate upon the all-absorbing topic of tariff revision. I
do so rather from what I conceive to be a sense of duty than
from any personal inclination. It is known to all my col-
leagues on this floor on both sides of the Chamber that I am
the “baby member"” of the Ways and Means Committee—the
committee having this important bill in charge.

Speaker CANNON recently appointed me to this important
place. It has been an observation of my life—frequently con-
firmed by experience—that gratitude in this world usnally runs
in the inverse ratio to our deserts. The less capacity a man
has for a place the more grateful he feels when he gets it. I
merely allude, in passing, to this general trait of mankind, and
in that connection state that my gratitude for this appointment
can only be measured in the superlative degree. [Laughter and
applause.]

I felt when I received this appointment that I had been
handed a larger portfolio than I merited. But I recalled that
when I was a boy my father purchased a certain pair of
trousers for me. And did they fit? Not on your life! No
American boy ever had a suit of clothes bought for him that
fitted him at the time. Those trousers hung around my
emaciated form like a collapsed balloon, but dad said they
would be all right, because I “was goin’ to grow.” It may be
that the Speaker of the House indulged in a similar fond antici-
pation when he appointed me to a place on this committee. He
may have thought that I *“was goin' fo grow.” [Laughter.]

Mr. Chairman, the thanks not alone of the membership of
this House but of the country at large are due to these older
members of the Ways and Means Committee. They have
labored hard and long to produce a bill that in their judgment
will meet on the one hand the necessities of the United States
Treasury, and upon the other hand the necessities of the con-
sumer—and that contains provisions that maintain the doctrine
of protection to American industries.

My remarks on this bill to-day will be personal. By that I
mean I do not presume to speak for the committee nor for
anyone else save and excepting myself.

I shall speak upon my own responsibility and according to my
light, granting a similar privilege to all others.

I was not appointed a member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee until March 16, 1909. And it so happened that when I
was appointed that that great comnmittee had then been at work
almost continuously for five months framing this lengthy bill.

Immediately after my appointment I went to the committee
room and was then advised by the older members of the com-
mittee that the bill had been entirely prepared and was then
ready to be introduced. I thought of the old Spanish proverb
to the effect, “ When buying a horse or selecting a wife, shut
your eyes and commend your soul to God.” [Laughter.] And
the committee, in a sense at least, invited me to close my eyes
and commend this bill to the tender mercies of this great House.
I did so, and here we are.

I make this statement in order that it may be understood in
future days that while this bill in some degree reflects my ideas,
I had no chance in the committee to attempt to make it in all
respects what I think it ought to be.

Before leaving that subject I would like to add that when as
a brand new member I reached the Ways and Means Committee
room the great Democratic leader of this House, my friend from
Missouri [Mr. Crarx] paid me one of the most priceless and
cherished compliments I ever received, and I shall cherish the
memory of it all the days of my life.

He came forward graciously, seized my hand warmly and
shook it cordially, and then said with evident feeling: “And
Satan came also!” [Applause and laughter.]

When I consider the tariff-for-revenue views of that eminent
gentleman as contrasted with my belief in the doctrine of pro-
tection to American industries, I consider that quite a compli-
ment.

THE MOUNTAIN OF SORROW.

I read, when I was a child I think it was, one of the fables
of Addison, which he called the * Mountain of Sorrow.”

There was in those days, according to that fable, a god who
was in charge of the destinies of the people.

He was not the god Billiken, who is the “ God of Things as
They Ought to Be,” but he was evidently the god of trouble.

Because the people were discontented, the multitude was
murmuring, They were discontented, each complaining of his
individual trouble or burden. And the god called them together
one day in a great valley in the mountains. He invited each
sorrowing son of Adam to lay aside his own particular burden
and frolic all day unhindered and unhampered.

Each laid off his particular sorrow, his misfortune, or his

affliction, and the pile rose like a great mountain in the midst
of the plain.

The old women threw away their wrinkles and the young
women their freckles; one laid down his sickness and another
his deformity—and one man cheerfully added to the heap as his
contribution a quarrelsome wife.

After they had frolicked all day and evening came the god

informed them that each must return to that pile and pick up
and carry away not necessarily the burden that he had laid
down, but one burden, either his or another man’s.
. That sorrowing throng walked round and round that aggrega-
tion of human misery, and finally each one picked up and car-
ried off with him the same individual sorrow and burden that
in the morning he had laid down.

That fable was destined to teach us that heavy as our own
burden seems it may in reality be no heavier than that which
our neighbor earries.

If I should attempt to apply that fable to this tariff revision
trouble of ours, I should certainly confer upon the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Pay~e] the distinction of the title role, and
designate him as the “ god of trouble,” because we are all mur-
muring at him, and each of us claiming that the burden which
his bill casts upon us is heavier and more grievous than that
borne by any other.

When I think of the mighty lumber and coal interests of my
State and the thousands of people depending upon those indus-
tries for bread, and think of the provisions of this bill regard-
ing those industries, I confess I think my burden is heavier
than that of others,

But perhaps if each of the 391 Members of this House were
given a chance to lay down his own particular complaint and
take instead the troubles of another, it might be that, like the
people in the fable, each sad son of Adam might pick up again
his own particular burden.

Mr. Chairman, there are many embarrassments surrounding
the formation of any tariff bill.

It is even a gigantic task to comprehend a tariff bill after it
has been framed. As I stand here to-day trying to discuss this
bill I feel like one trying to grasp a globe larger than his hand
could hold.

There are some provisions in this bill which do not meet my
views, chief among them are the provisions regarding lumber
and coal—and also hides.

I shall before I sit down probably make some adverse eriti-
cisms relating to several schedules of this bill. I trust that in
so doing I will not be considered discourteous, or unfair to my
fellow-members on the Ways and Means Committee. I do not
intend to make any unjustifiable onslaught on this measure.

The only reason that justifies any man in rising to speak on
this or any other bill is that he may give expression to his
honest views. If we all sit here and conceal rather than express
what we believe, then our deliberations become a mockery and
a failure.

If I criticise some of the provisions of this bill I want it
understood that I still have a great and high regard for all
the members of the Committee on Ways and Means who have
labored so hard on this measure, not for the benefit of any
particular section, but for the benefit of the entire country.

The framing of a tariff bill is surrounded with difficulties
and embarrassments that are not understood by all the people
of this nation at large. It is not easy to revise the tariff and
produce a perfect bill.

Thomas B. Reed once said:

Did a perfect tarif bill ever exist? Oh, yes. Where? Why, in
gour mind, of course. Everl\;bndy has a perfect tariff bill in his mind,

ut unfortunately a bill of that character has no extra-territorial juris-
dletion,

[Laughter.]

THE HOME BY LARAMIE PEAK,

I had an experience in my youth that I think illustrates some
of the difficulties that surround the building of an American
tariff,

The present populous and thrifty State of Wyoming twenty-
five years ago was a sparsely settled territory possessing a few
towns that struggled on with the ambition to be cities, possess-
ing many frontier settlements, each surrounded with a fringe
of empty tin cans, a horizon of sage brush, and an unlimited
destiny. [Laughter and applause.] The great Laramie Plains
stretched out on the bosom of that broad domain like the open
hand of the Infinite. Along the northern border of these plains
rose the Laramie Mountaing, and from out the surrounding and
lesser hills rose old Laramie Peak standing like a mighty senti-
nel upon the horizon.
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A quarter of a century ago, a lad in my teens, barefooted and
footsore, I walked across those plains and toward that old
mountain peak that seemed to beckon to me when I had nowhere
else to go.

Underneath the shadow of that majestic mountain my mother,
my brother, and I built our little cabin home. It was only a
eabin built of logs, but it sheltered hearts as pure and hopes
as exalted as ever existed beneath the sweep of the Almighty
stars. [Applause.]

But it is not of those things that I intended to speak; but I
do want to refer for a moment to the building of that ecabin,
because I think it points a moral and adorns a tale. That struct-
ure in my judgment to-day constitutes the eighth wonder of the
world. Certain it is that on all the wide bosom of the planet
it has no counterpart, because the ordinary dwelling is rectan-
gular in shape and the opposite sides and ends are of the same
length. Not so with that structure. There were four of us
who builded that cabin—one to each side—and each fellow made
his own particular side of the length he thought it ought to be
without any reference to the length that the other fellow was
making his side. [Laughter.] And when we got through and
took the exact measurements we had a cabin that was 164 by 17
by 223 by 24 on the ground, and sloped up at different angles
and dimensions as it rose toward the roof,

Jack and Jim and brother Ed and I were the four workmen
who builded that mighty structure. And for the past guarter
of a century each one has contended that it would have been a
monument of architectural perfection and a dream of symmetrical
beauty had it not been for the other three fools whose lack of
sense spoiled it. .

But, sir, there it stands on the hillside to-day, hospitable but
hideous. It is a monument to the fact that when four men
start to build a house that the final product will be a composite
photograph of the brains, or lack of brains, of all of them.

And the same thing, my friends, is true of a tariff bill. We
have here in this House 391 boss carpenters, each with a tariff
broadax, who will whittle and chop away at this measure to
their hearts’ content, taking orders from no one else. And then
we have 92 eminent gentlemen in the Senate, at the other
end of this Capitol, and after we have finished with the bill each
one of them will hew away at it unrestrained by anything save
the fear of God and the approaching election! [Laughter and
applause.]

And thus it sometimes happens, sir, that when the American
Congress after a fierce and prolonged struggle brings forth a
so-called “ finished tariff bill” and sets it up on the hillside for
the inspection of the American public it is found to be like
that little eabin out in the valley of the Laramie Mountains—a
little out of plumb. [Laughter.]

The tariff question is a practical question. Why? Because
the adjustment of our governmental revenues and expenditures
is a practical guestion.

One of the nation’s chief sources of revenue is the tariff—that
is, the duties.levied on imports. Therefore the tariff is the
thing which to a large extent fixes the amount of our govern-
ment revenue, and it will continue to be a source of argument
and controversy- as long as that system of raising revenue
continues.

There are theorists and dreamers of dreams who say they
expect to live to see the day when the tariff question shall be
removed from the domain of American polities.

So long as our revenues are derived from the tariff, just that
long will the tariff question remain a live issue in American

lities.
poAmerican politics with the tariff left out would be like peach
pie without any peaches, or like the play of Hamlet with the
melancholy Dane omitted.

I AM A PROTECTIONIST.

Speaking for myself, sir, I am a protectionist, without any
qualifying adjectives. I am not only a protectionist, but a high
protectionist.

" I believe in the protection of American industry and the pro-
tection of American labor—yes, I believe in it like the heathen
believes in his idol.

That may sound a little strange in these degenerate days,
when a great many men don’t seem to have any fixed convictions
on any subject but act like human weather vanes trying to
point in any direction that the shifting breeze of popularity or
prejudice may temporarily indicate.

When I say that I am a protectionist, I thank my God I don't
have to apologize to anybody for that belief. I can plant the

feet of my faith on the pages of my country's history.
plause.]

Time and again in experience, and by the light of history, I
have seen the industries of my nation flourish under protection,
and I have seen them fade under free trade—or tariff for
revenue only, which is another name for free trade.

If a man is a genuine protectionist he believes in protection
all the way through—and not in spots. A genuine protectionist
wants the industries of his own region protected, and is willing
to grant that same right to other people and other industries.

Frequently you will hear a man say, “I am a protectionist,
but I am in favor of free lumber,” or “ I am a protectionist, but
I am in favor of free hides.” The man whose Republican con-
vietions are not any deeper than his selfishness is not a protec-
tionist. The man who wants his own industries protected, but
who is willing to leave his neighbor's industry naked to the
competition of the world, is not a Republican; he is just a com-
mon political eannibal, willing to eat up his neighbor.

For the man who really believes in protection, I have the
greatest admiration.

For the man who honestly believes in free trade, I have at
least respect. I do not agree with him, but I respect his con-
sistency.

But for the spotted animal who wants his industry protected
and his neighbor’s industry left naked to the industrial winds of
all the world, I have neither admiration nor respect.

The two great achievements of the Republican party in its
political lifetime have been, first, the settlement and adjust-
ment of those vexed questions which grew out of the great eivil
war—now happily forgiven if not forgotten; second, the build-
ing of a great and prosperous industrial system under the pro-
tecting wing of an American tariff law.

1f you take away from the record of the Republican party all
the splendid fruits that have grown under its system of protec-
tion, you will find but little left.

The Democratic leaders may rail about the system of protec-
tion and promise grander returns to the laboring man under
their chosen plan, but there is an old saying that *the proof
of the pudding is in the chewing of the string.” The promises
of the Democratic party have been infinite—but where are its
performances?

I have heard a number of eminent gentlemen on the Demo-
eratie side of this House speaking in the last few days in behalf
of a tariff for revenue. I heard the young gentleman from
Texas [Mr. SHeEPPARD] deliver one of the most finished and
beautiful orations I have heard in many a day. As a literary
product, pure and simple, I am willing to add my leaf to the
wreath which the Democrats of this House laid at his feet
when he concluded.

But as a historic justification of the policy and the perform-
ances of the Democratic party it was as empty as the seashell
which sings in your ear from sheer emptiness.

My Texas friend spoke feelingly of two Democratic free-trade
laws which had vindicated themselves in operation. What
two laws were they? He spoke of the acts of 1824 and 1847!
The last of those laws was enacted sixty-seven years ago. Has
the Democratic party no history since sixty-seven years ago?
My young friend does not appear to be an old man, and yet I
marveled much at two things: First, how he was able to re-
member so accurately the effects of a tariff bill that was enacted
some thirty years before he was born, and, second, how he could
so utterly forget the Democratic Wilson bill that was enacted
during his lifetime.

He appealed to the imaginations of men. I appeal to their
recollections, He sought to vindicate a theory. I refer to a
demonstration. He wandered in the realms of fancy. I turn
the pages of history to recently recorded facts.

In 1894 we tried the same policy that is to-day advocated by
the free-trade or tariff-for-revenue side of this House, and the
question rises before us to-day, “ How did your theory work
when you tried it last?” It was a humiliating failure.

Well, we have the same country here now that we had then;
we have the same people that we had then; we have the same
industries that we had then; we have the same soil beneath us
and the same sky above us. If it did not work then what makes
you think it will work now? [Applause.]

[Ap-

I regret that there seems to be growing up in this country a
disposition on the part of some of our Republican brethren to
drift away a little from the doctrine of protection.

That same disposition was manifest in this nation just before
the last Democratic victory. Their vietory was due then more
to our weakness and vacillation than to the strength of their
own cause. Are you going to help ereate a similar result again?
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What the Republicans of this nation need to-day more than
they need all things else is to have their faith renewed.

There is an old saying that “ the blood of the martyr is the
seed of the church.” By that it was meant that the blood of
the persecuted strengthened the faith of the living. The church
was stronger after the sacrifice than before.

If I might paraphraze that old saying I would exclaim that
‘“the destruction of American industries is the seed of Repub-
lican faith.”

In other words, some Republicans seem to require a disas-
trous demonstration of Democratic doctrines about every ten
oruﬂéteen years in order to strengthen their faith in their own
belief.

So far as I am concerned I don’t need to have my faith half-
goled. My memory is still working.

I have certain fixed convietions, and one of those convie-
tions is in favor of a high protective tariff law, and on that I
am willing to plant my feet and go up or down with it. [Ap-
plause.]

Some man asks, “ Well, how high ought protection to be?”
My friends, you can not figure out in degrees or percentages
how high a tariff ought to be. In my judgment an American

protective tariff ought to be high enough to protect the indus- |

tries that it was built to defend:; and no tariff wall, however
altitudinous, that has that object in view has any terrors for
me.

I ised the fa We had a ““breachy " ol J
e e > T Odmarem'reducethepmeofwhathehastobuyﬁOpercent,butatthe

those days that was in the habit of jumping into the eern field.
We started in to raise the height of that rail fence. We raised
it from five rails to six rails, but that did not stop her; we
raised it from gix rails to seven rails, but that did not step
her; we raised it from seven rails to eight rails, but that did
not stop her; but when we added the ninth rail we reached
the limit of her vaulting capacity. For the purposes of pro-
tection, had that fence been one rail less, it might as well
have been *a painted ship upon a painted ocean.” [Applause
on the Republican side.]

The way to build a tariff wall is to build it high enough to
protect. I knew a man once who fell into a eistern. He was a
very tall man. He was 6 feet tall. Now, the water in that
cistern was only 6 feet and 2 inches deep, only 2 short inches
over his head; but he drowned as effectually as if he had
been dropped into the depths of the unfathomable ocean,
[Laughter.]

You talk about lowering the tariff wall by degrees or per
cenis, You may only lower the tariff on a given article 2 per
cent, but that 2 per cent may be like the last two inches of
water in that cistern—just enough to destroy. And when you
lower a tariff wall enough to destroy an American industry,
the blood of that industry is on your hands.

I say these things in order that it may be understood that I
have not lost either my faith in protection nor my courage in
proclaiming what I believe.

STICE TO THE DIET THAT AGREES WITH YOU.

In its inception in America the proteetive tariff found its
justification in the fact that it built up our infant industries.

In its maturity the protective tariff finds its justification in
the fact that it is the mightiest single instrument in this nation
for maintaining the prosperity of all classes and all sections of
our common country.

Some men will say, “Well, I did not object to it when our
nation was young, but how long are you going to continue to
protect these industries?”

Let me tell you a little story that answers that question:

A few years ago I had a very fierce attack of indigestion. I
had been eating all kinds of truck that no human stomach
should ever try to assimilate. In the midst of my troubles I
went to a deetor who put me on a very simple diet of rice and
beiled eggs and brown bread and fresh beef, etc.

I soon got into first-rate shape again. And then my old appe-
tite returned. I longed to eat plum pudding and fruit cake;
I had a hankering for hot mince pie, and the confents of the
seductive dish—that tastes so good going down and so
bad coming up.

Finally one day I spoke to the doctor and said:

“ How long do yon expect me to keep on this diet you have
prescribed for me ¥

He said to me: “ Young man, don’t you think it would be a good
idea for you to stick to that diet as long as it agrees with you? "

And I say to the American people that it will be an almighty
good ldea for us, as a nation, to stick to the protective tariff as
long as it agrees with our welfare and our prosperity.

And when men tell you that protection does not agree with
us as a nation, ask them to point out to you some other national
diet that when tried agreed with us better.

Some of these free-trade notions are like the contents of the
chafing dish—they are fair to look upon, but are followed by
terrible results when absorbed into the system.

Men will talk about things being “ cheap ™ and being * dear.”
Did it ever occur to you that the two terms “cheap ™ and “ dear”
are relative terms and not absclute? Nothing in this world is
dear at any price if you ean procure it with financial ease. And
nothing in this world is cheap at any price if you haven't got
the money to get it. [Applause on the Itepublican side.]

My beloved friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] appealed in his
speech to the farmer and the laboring man, becanse he said he
wanted them to have an opportunity to get things cheap.

To my mind that argument constitutes the fundamental and
underlying weakness of the whole Democratic theory. You go
to the man who is receiving high wages, when employment is

‘abundant and industry universal, and you say to him, “ My

friend, the only trouble with you is you have to pay too much
for what you buy. You vote the Democratic party into power
and we will scale down the price of what you have to buy.”

You Ieave that man under the delusion that while you are
scaling down the price of everything which he has to buy, that

' his own product and his own wages shall remain alone and un-
disturbed on the high scale they occupy.

He votes you into power, and then he discovers that you do
same time you have reduced his ability to buy it 100 per cent.

. [Applause.]

You say you are going to bring down the price of products

and the price of living. How are you going to do it? The price

of products in all free countries on earth rests upon the price of

Iabor—because it is labor that makes the product. The only

kind of a country on earth where the price of labor does not

' control the price of products is in a slave country where labor

is unpaid. When labor is high, the things that labor produces

. are likewise high—they are bound to be. You talk about keep-

ing down the price of commodities without Jowering the price
of labor.
It was old Archimedes who once said that given a fulernm on

which to rest his lever he could move the world. When yon

attempt to adjust your lever to bring down the price of living
expenses and commodities, there is only one fulerum on earth
upen whiclhy yow can rest that lever, and that is the price of
Iaber and wages.

And when you rest your lever on that fulerum, for every inch
you pry down commedities you will lower labor two inches.
[Applause.] That is the place where your philosophy lands you.

Gentlemen on the other side of the aisle have talked unceas-
ingly upon what they choose to call the iniguities of this Payne
tariff bilk

Gentlemen, let me ask you where is your bill? Have you any
bill here that you propose as a substitute for it? It is an easy
thing for a man to stand up and make an onslaught on some-
body else’s hill. It is an easy thing to criticise, but it takes
genius to create. And I say to this nation to-day, that it would
be a most interesting eontribution to the politieal literature of
this nation to have printed side by side in deadly parallel
columns exaetly what bill you gentlemen propose as a substi-
tute for this bill.

TWO PICTURES OF PACIFIC AVENUE.

My Democratic friends, you are always telling the American
people what you are going to do for them in the future when
you get into power and revise the tariff. Why don't you tell
the American people what you did do to them when you were
last in power and did revise the tariff?

I have lived in the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washing-
ton, since and before the year of 18H4.

In the year of 15894 the Democratic Wilson free-trade law was
working in this country—and it was the only thing in the nation
that was working.

Pacific avenue is the main business street in my home city.
And there rises in my mind two vastly different and contrast-
ing pictures of that great avenue. -

Every time I walk down Pacific avenue in these good days
my mind harks baeck to those old Demoeratic days of 1894.

In those days, in the gloem and the silence of that desolate
and all but abandoned highway, no sound of genuine progress
stirred the stillness.

The only hammer that was heard in those days was the ham-
mer of the sheriff, who with remorseless haste was foreclosing
not only the property equities but the human hopes of men,
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To-day along that avenue I can hear the ever-increasing hum
of established commerce, mingled with the click of the builder's
hammer repairing old and building new structures in a frantic
effort to keep pace with the nation’s inereasing business and
prosperity.

Permit me to remind you that this mighty change was not
wrought by that much-heralded Democratic panacea, * The
free coinage of gilver at 16 to 1.” [Applause.]

In 1894 the only industrial(?) demonstration that occurred
along that avenue was when Jumbo Cantwell, with the left
wing of “ Coxey's industrial army,” passed that way—and the
echo of their misguided tread resounded through empty build-
ings and amidst deserted market places.

To-day along that dear old avenue I see a mighty throng
of my countrymen, so many and so busy that they elbow each
other off the pavement and into the street in an effort to get
along. The sides of that street are lined with stores full of
things to sell, and the middle of that street is filled with people
who have money to buy. [Applause.]

Permit me to remind you that the idiocies and idiosyncrasies
of the Democratic party did not produce these great results.

In 1804 honest but hungry men fought each other and cursed
their country because of the misunderstandings born of those
desperate days.

To-day the toilers of America, in peace and plenty, look out
upon an industrial field of more work and better wages than
mankind has ever known before.

Permit me to remind you that William Jennings Bryan is not
responsible for that mighty industrial resurrection.

In the midst of these distressing scenes and disheartening
days there came to us as a Nation a voice sounding from the
midst of our industrial wilderness,

It was the voice of William McKinley. That voice reached
the ears, touched the hearts, and moved the understanding of
the American people. He had God-given sense enough to know
that you can not legislate a nation into wealth by cutting in
two the purchasing power of the money.

His voice sounded like a bugle call across a field of strife
whereon the battle had been all but lost.

Ah, sir, that bugle eall sounded a distinct double note. It
gounded retreat for those politicians whose false policies had
brought disaster to this Nation and its people. But it also
sounded a grand forward movement for Americans all along
the line.

Once again the unnumbered millions of our countrymen formed
into the ranks and battalions of labor's peaceful army and
moved out again to occupy the vast and fruitful plain of
American industry. [Applause.]

Mr. WEISSHE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly.

Mr. WEISSE. I am glad the gentleman says his country is
in such great shape. According to Bradstreet’s reports for the
last two years the total failures have been $679,000,000, against
$533,000,000 in two Democratic years. [Loud applause on the
gel:lrgocratic side.] 1Is that difference the result of the Dingley

Mr. CUSHMAN. I have not examined the figures the gentle-
man refers to. I do not know whether they are correct or not;
and, to my mind, they would not prove much if they were con-
ceded to be correct.

Let me give the gentleman a few instances that do not deal
with eapital, but deal with labor conditions. We have heard a
great deal of talk in these last two years about Republican
panic and the depressed conditions that existed. I confess I
have failed to see it.

Last fall in the city of Spokane, in the State of Washington,
in September, 1908, I noted the following signs along the street :

Wanted.—Enaville, on Idaho Northern: 10 teamsters, $2.25 per day;
15 trackmen, $2 per day; 25 laborers, $2 per dag
Wanted.—Idaho Northern Electric Road: 10 teamsters, $2.25 per

day.
%Vanted.—lo men for surfacing, free s8, $2 per day.
Wanted.—5 men east to-day, free pass, $2 per day.

Wanted.—2 men for brickyard, $2 Fer day.
ree pass, ship to-day, $2 per day.

Wanted.—5 steam-shovel laborers,
Wanted.—3 yard men, £2 per day.
Wanted.—Extra gang, Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul, $2 per day,
company work, fare advanced.
anted.—10 spikers, Chlcnﬁo, Milwaukee and St. Paul, $2.50 per day.

Wanted.—Government ditch, Montana: 15 teamsters, 25 cents per
hour; 10 acmger holders, 25 cents per hour; 10 wood choppers and
€ laborers, $2.25 per day.

Wanted.—Plasterers wanted, unlon wages.

Wanted.—Plane men, $3 per dn{.

Wanted.—15 railroad spikers, $2.50 per day.

Wanted.—Carpenters' helpers, $2.25 per day.

Wanted.—Milkman, $35 and board. E‘?om in,

Wanted.—Lumber {JUEI‘ $3 per day.
Wanted.—3 sawmill laﬁorers, $2.25 per day.
Wanted.—6 yard men, rallroad work, $2 per day.
Wanted.—Carpenters, $3.50 to $4.50 per day.
Wanted.—5 rough care‘e(nters, £3.50 per day.
Wanted.—6 laborers, est, $2.25 ggr day.

Y.

Wanted.—4 cable men, $2.25 per

Wanted.—6 pitmen, $2.23 per day.

Now, can the gentleman refer to any condition similar to
that when he and his party were in power? And if that
is the condition of the laborer in this Nation, with the oppor-
tunity to work, what significance have your figures?

Mr. WEISSE. If the gentleman will allow me, I will answer
his question.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I shall be most happy.

Mr, WEISSE. I am glad that those conditions exist in the
State of Washington; but according to labor reports 40 per
cent of manufacturing American labor has been out of work
for the last eighteen months.

Mr. CUSHMAN. That is not true. “ [Applause on the Re-
publican side.]

Mr. WEISSE. There are thousands of them to be had, and
all the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad is paying to-day
is $1.25 to section men in Wisconsin; but instead of work-
ing them nine hours as they did in 1893, they work them
ten hours for the same wages. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. Of course I am not familiar with the con-
ditions that may exist in Wisconsin, but I can give the gentle-
man a few facts regarding the conditions in the State of Wash-
ington. The common labor that built much of the Pacifie
coast extension of the Milwaukee road was paid $2.50 per day—
and they had trouble often getting laborers for that. I do not
believe that the conditions to-day are quite so prosperous as two
years ago; but when the gentleman attempts to make the
country believe that the conditions now are similar to the condi-
tions that existed when he and his party were in power, he
has taken on his broad shoulders an almighty large job. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

There sits above and beyond all figures and statistics the
common sense of mankind. When I went over this Nation in
1894 the dominating feature of the human landsecape was rags.
Nearly every man had his American posterior ornamented with
either a patch or a puncture—and sometimes both. [Laughter.]
In the last few years I have traveled up and down this country
lengthwise, sidewise, and otherwise, and I have scarcely seen
an idle or a ragged man, Now, if the multitude of American
laborers are being pressed and ground down the way you say
they are, they are about the best dressed and best fed assembly
of down-trodden patriots that I have ever seen.

Occasionally in my home city of Tacoma on Saturday evening
I take my wife and my mother and go down into the city and
watch the throng along Pacific avenue. And I defy any man
on earth who is a stranger in that city to tell from looking at
that crowd by their clothes or any other way who is the banker
and who is the artisan, who is the business man, or who is the

machinist. They wear as good clothes as anybody, and they
wear them as well as anybody. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

Mr. WEISSE., The gentleman has not yet answered my ques-
tion. Does the gentleman say that 40 per cent of American
labor has not been idle?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I do.

Mr. WEISSE. Then you deny the statistics.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I deny emphatically that 40 per cent of the
men in this country are idle. I know it is not true. [Applause
on the Republican side.]

Mr. WEISSE. Do you deny Bradstreet’s report that there
were $689,000,000 worth of failures in the last two years of
panic?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I have not seen the figures that the gentle-
man refers to, but I have seen the country. There is an old
saying that figures won't lie, but the converse of that is that
liars will figure. I do not apply that to my friend, but I say that
youcan juggle with figures and prove or disprove almost anything ?

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman——

Mr. CUSHMAN. I would like to talk a little now, myself.
I will be glad to yield to the gentleman a little later.

Any man who walks abroad over this Nation to-day will find
employment far more abundant than it was when your party,
the Democratic party, was in power. You appeal to the Ameri-
can laborer to-day with an imaginative condition. You display
before his eyes some kind of a Utopian condition under which
you say that wages shall be high and all other things shall be
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cheap. That condition never has existed in six thousand years
of the world’s recorded history and it never will exist.

The conditions that the Republican party have created in this
Nation in the past twelve years are not only recorded on the
pages of industrial history, but, what is more, they are en-
shrined in the grateful hearts of 90,000,000 American people.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

PRICE OF EEPAIRING THE COTTAGE.

Now, then, my friend from Missouri [Mr. Crark] has spoken
very feelingly about his desire to have the price of commodities
and living expenses and lumber come down, but the gentleman
never raised his voice to congratulate the laborers of this
couniry on the fact that wages were high. If anybody ever
hears of a leading Democrat in this Nation eongratulating some-
body because wages are high, industry universal, and employ-
ment plenty, please wire me at once at my expense. [Laughter
and applause on the Republican side.]

Now, then, it is not very often that I have occasion to hire
a man to do some work, but once in a while I hire a man to do
something that I am too lazy to do or can not do myself. There-
fore if I refer to a few prices that have come within my per-
sonal observation I trust you will not consider it egotistic on
my part. I only refer to them because they have come within
my personal observation.

In the city of Tacoma, my home, I purchased a little cottage,
which I have decorated with a mortgage—and other permanent
improvements. [Laughter.] I have had occasion once or twice
to have a few repairs and changes made on that dwelling. Let
me quote you a few prices.

That cottage is not much bigger than a railroad box ecar, but
a short time ago when I wanted the outside of it painted it cost
me $98, all right. But I am not complaining about that, because
I like to see people get paid for what they do.

I concluded that I wanted the two front rooms repapered.
What we call the “large” room in our house is about 9 by 11
feet, [Laughter.] It cost me $54 to get those two front rooms
repapered just the same. Am I complaining about it? Not at
all. T like to see people get paid for what they do.

A little later I concluded that I wanted our dining room re-
tinted. The dining room in my palatial mansion is about 8 by 9
feet. [Laughter.] But it cost me $40.20 to get it retinted. But
I am not complaining. I like to see people get paid for what
they do. [Laughter.]

One day there was a piece of plaster came loose on the ceiling
of my dining room, and, as God is my witness, that piece of
plaster was not much bigger than the rim of my old slouch hat,
but it cost me $5.50 to get new plaster put over that hole.
I could have taken five $1 bills and almost covered the hole.
[Laughter.] But I am not complaining. I am one of those
individuals who like to see people get paid for what they do.
[ Laughter.]

I wanted an extra doorway cut through the wall from the
kitchen into the pantry. It was to be an open doorway—just
a hole. It cost me $7.95 to have that hole made. But it was a
good-looking hole. [Laughter.] I never saw a better looking
hole. [Laughter.] And I do not regret the money. And if I
want another carpenter in the future, I will send for the same
man. I am not complaining, because I am one of those peculiar
individuals who like to see people get well paid for what they
do. [Laughter.]

I wanted a hot-water boiler moved from one room to another,
and I subsidized a plumber friend of mine to the tune of §16
for moving it. But I am not complaining, because one of my
personal peculiarities is that I like to see people get paid for
what they do.

I had a wire fence built along one side of my lot; perhaps the
fence was 90 or 100 feet in length. I paid a workman $53 for
putting up that fence. [Laughter.] Well, I am not complain-
ing. It is a good-looking fence, and I look at it every day.
[Laughter.] I was glad to have it built, and glad to see the
man who built it get paid for his work.

You can't hire a drayman with one horse and a dinky wagon
in my town short of about $6 per day, or $4 for a half a day.
I have paid that much, and I know. I do not regret the money,
because I like to see people get paid for what they do.

Last summer I walked out into the alley to the rear of my
house one morning where I had had a wagonload of wood un-
loaded. A man came along and told me that he had just got
into town and asked me if he could split some of that wood
and pile it in the woodshed. It was nearly 10 o'clock in the
morning. I told him to go to work. He worked until noon,
a trifle more than two hours, and I paid him for that $2 and

gave him his dinner and offered him a pair of my old shoes.
He took the $2, he ate the dinner, but he declined the shoes—
because he said they were not as good as the pair he already
had. [Laughter.] I never regretted the $2; I am glad I gave
him his dinner, but I confess it did grind my pride a little to
have that fellow refuse the shoes of a genuine * statesman” be-
cause they were not as good as he was in the habit of wearing,
[Great applause and laughter.]

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania rose.

Mr. CUSHMAN, Well, I am getting along fairly well, and
my time is limited, but what does the gentleman want?

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. How does the gentleman ac-
count for the discrepancy between the $6 and $8 per day he is
required to pay out there for labor and the advertisements he
has just read for labor for $2 and $2.25 a day?

Mr. CUSHMAN. There is no discrepancy between the two.
In one case it was skilled labor and the other it was common
labor. And in that connection I might remark at the very time
I read those figures on the streets of the city of Spokane the
Democratic party in that part of the State was trying to make
a campaign by claiming that a panic was on, and nobody could
get work.

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is the gentleman aware of
the fact——

Mr. CUSHMAN. Oh, let me talk a little of the time.

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is the gentleman aware of
the fact that the United States Steel Corporation in its report
for the year ending December 31, 1907, shows that it has a total
number of employees of 210,000, and that for the year ending
December 31, 1908, it shows it had but 165,000 employees?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, what would all that prove if itis true?

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does not that show there are
a large number of men out of employment?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Not necessarily. I have never known a time
yet in this Nation under the best of circumstances when wages
were high and employment abundant, that some men were not
claiming that times were hard and wages were low. If you find
something in the report of the Steel Corporation that you think
helps your side of the case, you are willing to give it full credit.
And yet if on to-morrow some Republican should read some
figures from that same report the Democracy would hoot and
say it wasn't worthy of belief.

I refer to certain things that have come directly under my
observation. You say that wages are low and that employment
is scarce. These conditions now are far better than when your
party was in power. I recall now one little ineident that to
my mind illustrates the difference between the conditions that
exist now and the conditions that existed in the days of 1894-95.
Within three blocks of my cottage there is a little meat market.
My friemd Geiger, who keeps that meat market, charges good
high prices for his meat, too, but I never object, because I like
to see people get good prices for what they sell. [Laughter.]
I occasionally drop in there to buy a bit of meat. I dropped
in there one Saturday night, and a laboring man came in and
said to the butcher, “ Cut me off a couple of slices of that
porterhouse, medium thick, and take the change out of that,”
and he threw down a $10 gold piece. I saw that same man go
into a meat market in that same town in 1895 and ask for a
dime’s worth of liver on credit. [Applause and laughter.] You
can talk all you want to about the conditions that have existed
under your party and mine. I tell you that the laboring man
of this Nation has traveled a mighty distance since the Demo-
cratic party was last in power. He has traveled all the way
from a dime’s worth of liver on credit to a dollar's worth of
porterhouse for cash—and that represents a mighty and an un-
measured distance on the chart of domestic economy and
national prosperity! [Loud applause on the Republican side.]
hMr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, is it not a

ct——

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I must decline
to yield, because——

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that there are
thousands of men trying to get meat on credit to-day?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be dis-
courteous to my friend, but I must insist upon using a little of
this time myself. Many gentlemen have spoken recently on his
gide of the Chamber and said many things I did not agree with,
but I did not eontinually interrupt them.

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I beg the gentleman's pardon.
I thought he had yielded.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I did not yield.

Mr., WILSON of Pennsylvania.
man’s pardon.

I certainly bez the gentle-
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Mr, CUSHMAN. I do not mean to be discourteous, but my
time is limited.

THE AMERICAN FARMER AND THE TARIFF.

Mr. Chairman, a good many things have been said about the
farmer’'s prosperity in this Nation, and it has many times been
stated that a protective tariff does not help the farmer. That I
deny, and if my observation and my experience goes for any-
thing I can prove it.

In the first place what does the farmer do? He raises crops.
What for? To sell. To sell to whom? Not¢ to sell to other
farmers, because they are engaged in the same kind of industry ;
they are his competitors and not his customers. The farmer
raises products to sell to other people engaged in different kinds
of industries. His customers are the clerks in the stores;
the laborers on the railroads; the laborers in the factories;
the workmen in the mine, and the men who work in the
sawmills, and all other men in the Nation who do not raise
products.

Therefore the price of the farmer’s products are high when
all these men are at work and are on a pay roll, because
they are then buying the farmer's products. A laborer may
be just as hungry when he is “broke” as when he has
money, but his custom lacks profit. The laborer must have
- money or he can not buy. He must have work or he hasn’t got
money.

Now, then, it has been by reason of the fact that our fac-
tories have been running, that the mills have been running,
that our mines have been running, that all our men are em-
ployed, that wages are high, that employment is plenty, that
industry is universal—these are the things that have made the
prices of the farmer's products high.

That is what makes eggs in my town worth 50 cents a dozen.
That is what makes butter worth 45 cents a pound. That is
what makes a spring chicken no bigger than your fist and
mostly neck and pin feathers worth 65 cents. [Laughter.] That
is what makes strawberries worth 20 cents a box—and the
bottom of the box is a good deal nearer to the top than it is
close to the bottom. [Laughter.] That is what makes Uncle
Tom’s old brood mare, 16 years old and blind as a bat, worth
$100 in gold. I have been buying some of the farmer’s products
in the past few years and I know the prices that I have quoted,
because I have paid them ; but I am not complaining, becaunse I
like to see people get well paid for what they produce.
[Laughter.]

I also had some knowledge and some experience with the
price of the farmer’s products in the State of Washington in
1804 and 1895. You could buy horses in that State then, good
sound horses, that weighed 900 pounds for $15 per head. Youn
can absolutely sell a fat hog to-day in my State for more than
a small horse would bring in those days. Eggs were then
worth about 8 cents a dozen. I saw strawberries offered for
sale in those days on the streets of Tacoma 9 boxes for 25
cents, but mighty few people were eating strawberries in those
days at any price.

Oh, there does not anybody need to sit up nights worrying about
the condition of the American farmer these days. He is laying
away the gold coin with every revolution of the sun, and at the
same time the price of his farm land is soaring into the sky
until an acre of good farm land is worth more than a city lot.
[Applause.]

My friend from Missouri [Mr. Crarx] has been talking on this
floor about cheap things. He wants the price of lumber to be
cheap so the laboring man and the farmer can build homes.
Well, we had cheap lumber in this Nation in the years of 1804
and 1895—the cheapest lumber that was ever known in recent
years. Did people build homes in those days? O, no; they not
only did not build new homes, but most of them lost the homes
that they had already built. [Laughter and applause on the
Republican side.]
chDo you think that it is an ideal condition when things are

eap?

Horses were never so cheap in the world before as they were
then—but everybody went on foot. [Laughter.]

Food was never so cheap as it was then—but everybody was
hungry. Clothes were never so cheap—but the whole human
landscape was patched and ragged. And the free-trade party
was never so cheap as it was then—because nobody wanted it
at any price. [Laughter and applause on the Republican
side.] =

I tell you that high wages is a sign of good times. It is the
wage scale, and not the price list that is the barometer of a
nation’s prosperity. [Applause on the Republican side.]

THE AMERICAN TARIFF ON COAL.

I want to talk for a few moments on the provisions of this
bill that relate fo coal. As I said in the begimning, if I raise
my voice against some of the provisions of this bill, I do so
because I feel it is my duty to my constituents and to the
mighty coal industry in my State of Washington.

Anthracite coal is now and has been on the free list for many
years—no tariff at all on anthracite.

The present fariff under the existing Dingley tariff law on
bituminous coal is 67 cents per ton.

As far as the coal traffic is concerned, we can practically elim-
inate all the rest of the world from our consideration except the
United States and Canada, because the largest amount of coal
that comes into the United States comes from Canada, and the
éargcin;: ::.imount of coal that goes out of the United States goes

0 ada.

Therefore, it becomes important, first, to understand what
the law of both countries is regarding coal, and, second, to
understand what the conditions are in each country.

The American tariff on bituminous coal is 67 cents per ton.
Neither Canada nor any other nation can ship a ton of coal
into the United States without paying a tariff of 67 cents.

The Canadian government maintains a tariff on all coal
imported into Canada, but it has two different rates. The
Canadian government levies a tariff of 53 cents a ton on all coal
coming into Canada, except in the case of coal coming into
Canada from some other British possession, and then the tariff
is 35 cents a ton.

So much for the laws of the two countries as they now exist.

Now, the American Congress can not change the Canadian
law. That is beyond our reach.

But the Payne tariff bill, which we are now considering,
proposes one very important change in the coal tariff. Section
524 of this bill relates to bituminous coal, and it leaves the
tariff at 67 cents per ton, with the following proviso:

Provided, That any of the foregolng (coal, etec.), when imported from
any country, def)endmcy. gwﬂnce, or colony which ‘mgosea no taz or
?‘uw o? cli[kt?y art tgles imported from the United States, shall be imported

ree of duty, ete.

There are two very important things to bear in mind regard-
ing this provision: First, whether coal comes into the United
States free or with a tariff of 67 cents a ton depends on circum-
stances. Second, the * circumstances ” which settle this matter
are (under this bill) left in Canadian hands and not in Ameri-
can hands. The Canadians, by repealing or refusing to repeal
their 53 cents a ton coal tariff, can make this bill work either
way they want it to.

I do not complain of a provision of that character where the
advantages derived will correspond in degree with the ad-
vantages conferred, but it is a dangerous provision to insert in
a bill when the other fellow has the chief advantage.

Coal (bituminous) and coke tm, ed into United States from Canada
and exported from United States into Canada.
AMOUNT.
1904 1905. 1906. 1907, 1908.
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons.
Imported....ueeeen-- 1,817,847 | 1,229,848 | 1,479,143 | 1,297,376 | 1,255,036
Exported.......oaan- 4,432 579 | 4,676,674 | 4,909,940 | 6,152,833 6,851,170

Tons.

Total erporis bituminous coal to Canada In five years____ 27, 023, 196
Total émports bituminous coal from Canada, five years____ 6, 678, 250

Excess of erports in five years 20, 444, 046
VALUE.
1904. 1905. 1906. 1907, 1908,
Imported....cceeeunn §3, 342,972 | $3,006, 764 | §3, 562, 685 | §3,080,254 | £3,145,507
Exported.....cce.-. 11,524,614 | 11,667,531 | 11,982,510 | 14,981,221 | 16,730,450

Val exports bituminous coal to Canada, five years____ §066, 886, 226
angg, imports bituminous coal from Canada, five years. 16, 137, 182

Excess value of exports over lmports, five years___ B0, 749, 044

The only other portion of the world from which the United
States imports any amount of coal worth mentioning is from
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New Zealand.
The figures during these last five years show that we import From— To— Miles.
from British Oceania about one-fifth to one-tenth as much coal
as we do from Canada. We practically export no coal from the | wen British =
United States to British Oceania. g g e e e 25
The chief reason why we import any coal from Australia and | Frank, Alberta....... 306
these other islands comprising the group of British Oceania is, }fﬂgﬁ%_'#ﬁ,ﬁ? &
that vessels which are bound from Australia to the United | Roslyn, Wash ... a0
States for cargoes of any description can carry coal as ballast %mgr‘;r‘m%;” western Washington 396
for the ship, instead of any other substance of worthless dead | gommon ;:o{ntq AW RBMAEOD e f o i‘.?é
welght. Wellington, British Columbia 450
Now, where are the main coal deposits situated, both in Can- | §oherern ¥vo- ... 382
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Frank, Alberta. . ... ... ... 391
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I desire to call the attention of the committee to this map of
the United States and Canada. I regret that it is not a better
map, but I prepared it with some haste.

The black spots on this map indicate the chief coal deposits,
both in the United States and in Canada. The chief coal de-
posits in Canada are in Nova Scotia—away over here on the
northeast coast. About three-fifths of all the coal produced in
Canada is produced in the Nova Scotia mines. The only other
deposits of coal in Canada of any magnitude or importance
(which are now developed) are clear across the continent in
British Columbia, quite near to the Pacific Ocean, and also—-
as you will notice—quite near to the northern border line of the
United States. These mines produce nearly all the remuining
two-fifths of Canada’s coal.

When you look at that map you will notice that the great
central portion of Canada between Winnipeg and Montreal is
far removed from the Canadian coal deposits on both the At-
lantic and the Pacific coasts. Coal is a very heavy commodity
and transportation charges are necessarily high, and, therefore,
freight rates always control in the coal trade.

Look again at this map, and look now on the American side
of the line. Notice the black spots in Michigan, in Ohio, in
Pennsylvania, and in West Virginia, which indicate the prin-
cipal coal deposits in the eastern portion of the United States.

You can see at a glance that those black spots on the American
side are a great deal nearer to the great central portion of Canada
than are the black spots in Nova Scotia. Yon will at once say
to yourself, “ Why, American coal is a great deal nearer to
central Canada than Nova Scotia coal.” You are right. The
deposits of American coal are a great deal nearer to the coal-
consuming population of Canada than her own Canadian coal is.

Briefly, those are the facts. Now, what are the results? The
result is that to-day, in spite of the Canadian tariff of 53 cents
per ton, American coal dominates the coal market of all central
Canada. Our coal-mine owners in West Virginia, in Ohio, in
Pennsylvania, and Michigan practically control the coal market
now in central Canada. They do that because God Almighty
placed American coal nearer to central Canada than Nova Scotia
coal, Therefore we don't need to do anything to help the Amer-
ican coal miner on the Atlantic coast and in the Middle States
get into the Canadian market. He is already there with * both
feet.” And the only place where the Nova Scotia coal competes
with our coal is along the New England coast and down as far

s Boston.

If this bill is passed with the coal provision in it as it is
now written, it will accomplish one thing: It will enable the
American coal-mine owner on the Atlantic coast and in the
Middle States not only to continue to dominate the Canadian
coal market, but it will give him 53 cents a ton more for his
coal in Canada (providing Canada accepts the proviso and re-
moves her 53-cent tariff in order to have our 67-cent tariff re-
moved).

Some one will say, “ Well, I don't see that American interests
are injured by this proposal.” If the United States extended
no farther west than the Mississippi River, I am free to con-
fess that, as far as I can see, this bill would be in the interest
of the American coal miner and coal-mine owner.

But I think I ecan prove to you that the effect of this pro-
vision will be to sacrifice absolutely the American coal interests
on the Pacific coast in order to give an additional advantage
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to the Ameriean coal interests om the Atlantie coast—which |

they don't need or require. I think I can prove that statement.

Look at the map again. Away out here toward the Pacific
coast the eoal mines on the American side and the Canadian
side are both near the international boundary. As yon look at
the map you will say to yourself, “ Well, the conditions on the
Pacific coast seem nearly balanced.” It does not appear that
way to the eye on the map. 5

It will at onee become apparent to you that any slight advan-
tage possessed either by the Canadian or the American will give
the lucky possessor of that advantage complete control of the
coal market of the Pacific coast, on both sides of the interna-
tional line.

The facts are that the Canadian mine owners on the Pacific
side possess not only one advantage over their American
cousins, but they possess all the advantages. What advantages
do they possess? I will enumerate some of them:

First. Their coal lands are cheaper.

Second. Their taxes are not so high.

Third. The quality of their coal is better.

Fourth. The formation of their mines require Iess work to |

mine a ton of coal.

The wages for labor are less in British Columbia than |

Fifth.
in the United States.

Sixth. The American coastwise shipping laws afford an addi-
tional advantage to the Canadian in water shipping rates.

Seventh. In some instances the Canadian has a cheaper rail
rate to American points than the American has

Their deposits of coal in Canada on the Pacific slope are near
our border line. They have a better quality of coal than we
have. They have a better formation; it takes less work under
ground to get out a ton of coal, and it takes less work on top of
the ground to separate the shale from the coal, because they
have more clear coal and less refuse. They also enjoy another
advantage over us because the American coastwise shipping
laws apply to us and do not apply to the Canadian. Every ton
of coal shipped from the State of Washington to the State of
California must go in an American vessel, but every ton of
coal from Canada can go to California in any kind of a vessel
It is a notorious fact that all rates on American vessels are
necessarily higher.

Why? First, the cost of building the boat fs higher, and,
second, the cost of the labor employed in sailing the ship is higher.

All of these advantages taken together have given the Cana-
dian such a tremendous advantage that the American coal-
mine owners in my country are to-day struggling for their very
existence, even with the aid of the 67 cents per ton tariff on
every ton of Canadian coal that comes over the border.

If you take off that 67 cents per ton tariff, or place the
Canadian in a position where by his action he can force it off,
and that action spells “ RUIN ” in big letters for the American
coal-mining business in Washington, Oregon, Montana, and
Wyoming.

A large number of Asiatics at cheap wages are employed in
the Canadian coal mines. No Asiatic labor is employed in the
coal mines of the State of Washington.

I quote the following significant sentences from Mr. F. A.
Hill, an American, a coal-mine operator, who for the past twenty
years has been familiar with all coal-mining conditions in the
United States and in Canada—especially on the Pacific coast.
Mr. Hill says:
l‘.‘ngie:rl:d' Stabgm todtl)l to::ch;aoln c?:l ?halgttormweabgmbg;%:mmesm
the New England States receive six times as much farelﬁncou with

benefit, it would only efit them

no dutg and they receive the
2,193,531 annually, while the loss in alone to the State of
Wa be with a loss to the opera-

ton would $2,500,000 annmalg.
tors in invested capital of fully $6,000,000.
No reciprocal advantage can be gained with Canada. The mineral

industry shows _from three to five times as much esport of American
conl into ada as the imports are from Canada. What advantage
gx?:t _’Pittsburg or the Middle West expect to gain by reciprocal arrange-

The Canadian coal fields lie in the extreme east of Canada, prinei-
pally in Nova Seotla; and in the extreme west on the western side of
Alberta and in British Columbia. Pittsburg and the Middle West
ey Rl o A e pe i o o, Montreal
$roms shipping mto that section of Canada, ete. i

Sir, knowing the conditions as I do, when I read this bill
suspicion deepens into certainty that the provisions of this bill
will trade off the interest of the western coal miner and coal-
mine operator in order to give the eastern American mine opera-
tors a further advantage, which they do not need.

In what I have said thus far in these remarks upon coal
I have spoken exclusively of the coal-mine operator and the
coal miner. Some one might say that I had never thought of
the consumers of eoal in the United States. Indeed I have.

Forty years of life as an American citizen and ten years'
experience as an American legislator have taught me one lesson
that I can net forget and that I do not want to forget. And that
is that the interests of the consumer and the producer in Amer-
iea are mutual and not hestile.

There are 6,000 coal miners in my State of Washington. They
make their daily bread by digging coal. Ah, yes, more than that,
they have their families to support. On an average there are
about four in the family., That makes 24,000 mouths to be fed
in the State of Washington alone from this coal-mining industry.

If you make 24,000 paupers in one State, don’t you think that
that condition will be reflected in every other branch of human
industry in my State? Indeed it will

‘When you appeal to the merchant and the business man and
tell him you are going to give him cheaper coal, don't forget at
the same time to tell him that in the decrease of his business he
will lose ten times as much every year as he makes on the de-
crease in the priece of his coal
" That is universally the pathetic effect that all this miserable
free-trade theory produces whenever it is put to the test.

A burnt child dreads the fire and a wise man learns by ex-
perience. My memory is still intact.

On August 27, 1804, the Democratic Wilson free-trade bill
went into effeect. It remained on the statute book till it was
repealed by the Dingley tariff law of July 24, 1897.

The Wilson bill reduced the American tariff on bitumineus
coal to 40 cents per ton. I lived in the State of Washington in
those days and I know what the effect of that Wilson bill was
upon our coal-mining industry.

Many of our coal mines closed. The wages of all our coal
miners dropped. Why? DBeeause inside of ten days after that
bill went into effect British Columbia coal was selling on the
streets of Seattle and Tacoma for less than coal mined in
Washington State.

TWell, you may say, that was a good thing. But it did not
work out that way. First, the Canadians pressed dewn the coal
market to the point where the Washington State mines were
obliged to close, and as soon as they eclosed the Canadian
raised the price of coal to the American consumer. That game
of hide and seek soon wore out the American coal-mine operator,
‘because of the total advantage in the hands of the Canadian.

In order to mine eoal a mine operator must have
a known market to supply and a reasonably steady demand for
his produet. He can't operate a coal mine successfully oen the
plan of “now you see it, and now you don’t see it.”

He ean’t open his mine and run two days and then shut down
for a week, and then open up and run two days more, and then
close for two weeks.

Under the Wilson bill our mine operators struggled along as
best they could until they lost heart playing a game where the
other fellow held all the trumps. Then they guit. And imme-
diately the Canadian raised the price of coal to the consumer.
The result was our miners starved, our good money went to Can-
ada, and the dear consumer still paid the same price for his coal.

PAYNE ON FREE COAL—EMERGENCY,

One of the triumphs of this session of Congress, I think, came
to the gentleman from New York [Mr., Payxe] when he stood
upon the floor here for two days and answered all comers from
both sides of this Chamber who made attacks upon his bill

I think he made a wonderful defense of this bill, and I believe
that his standing in this House rose immeasurably as the result
of that speech. I know he rose in my estimation very greatly.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Therefore, do not deem it discourteous in me if I say that in
reference to one or two of the schedules in this bill that the
gentleman's logic was a little faulty.

When somebody attacked a schedule relating to a produet in
the State of New York as being too high, the gentleman from
New York [Mr. PAYNE] said, with great warmth and vehemence:
“YWe had to raise that to protect the industry; we had to raise
it in order to protect American wages; we had to raise it in
order that these products might be produced in the United
States.” That sounded good to me, and I agreed absolutely with
the gentleman.

A little later on I raised the question of the necessity of pro-
tecting the coal miners of the West and the sawmill men of the
Northwest, and hé then said: “ We can’'t do that, because we
must consider the 90,000,000 consumers." :

Mr. Chairman, those two answers taken separately are abso-
lutely unassailable—but taken together they are absolutely
irreconcilable! [Laughter.] I can take two bottles and fill
them with different logic of that kind, and by refreshing myself
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first from one bottle and then from the other, I can defend any
tariff bill that was ever framed by anybody.

Free coal is not a Republican doctrine to-day, and it never
has been.

I have detailed how when the Democratic party reduced the
tariff on coal to 40 cents a ton that it ruined our coal-mining
industry in the State of Washington.

Now, here comes the Payne bill (which is supposed to be a
Republican measure) and it don’t give our coal-mining industry
as much consideration as the Democratic bill did.

And yet my Republican brethren seem to be surprised that
I am not throwing up my hat for that portion of this bill.

When the gentleman from New York [Mr. PaAyxe] who has
charge of this bill was on the floor the other day when I ob-
jected to the free-coal provision in this bill he said that coal
was placed on the free list for a year in 1903, and intimated
that I had never found it out.

Indeed I remember it distinetly. I not only remember that
in January, 1903, Congress passed a law placing coal on the free
list for a year, but my memory of that transaction is so clear
that I remember what the gentleman from New York [Mr.
PayxE] said about that emergency bill at the time we passed it.

Let me read you what he said——

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I was just going to read a brief extract, and
after doing that I will gladly yield to the gentleman.

I read from the CoNGREsSIONAL REecorp, Fifty-seventh Con-
gress, second session, page T88, under the date of January 14,
1903.

The bill under discussion was as follows:

An act to provide rebate of dutles on coal, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Oox%rcn assembled, That the Secretary
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to make
full rebate of duties lmposed by law on all coal of every form and
description imported into the United States from foreign countries for
the perlod of one year from and after the passage of this Act.

Sec. 2. That the ?[rovl.ﬂlons of paragra four hundred and fifteen
of the tariff act of July twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and ninety-
geven, shall not hereafter be construed to authorize the imposition of
any duty upon anthracite coal.

The bill was finally passed, it was approved by the Presi-
dent January 15, 1903, and became a law. And it remained
on the statute book in force for a year.

Mr. PAYNE rose on the floor of the House as a Republican to
support that bill. He =aid:

As has been sald, in the case of the Chlcaﬁo fire, a rebate of all
duties was granted upon everything used in building there except lum-
ber; and in the case of the Eastport (Me.) fire a rebate of duties was
granted upon lumber alone. Those cases were emergencies.

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Richardson] says that we (the
Republicans) are adopting Democratic doctrine. Why, no; to meet an
emergency is not Democratic doctrine.

You will note that the gentleman from New York was defend-
ing that bill because it was strictly an emergency measure.
Continuing he said:

I simply want to know whether this bill is sufficient to meet the
emergency in this case.

- L L - - . L ]

But we bring it forward slmply as an emergency measure.

And Mr. PAYRE then said—and please mark this well :

We do not bring it forward as expressinﬁvour ideas upon the ques-
tion whether there shall be a duty on coal. e do not bring it forward
with that idea, Mr. Speaker, because of the conditions upon the Pacific
coast, because of the conditions in the State of Wyoming, because of
the conditions where our white labor in the mines is brought into direct
competition with the Chinese labor in the British North American and
western possessions.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing-
ton has expired.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Washington be allowed
time in which to conclude his remarks.

Mr. CUSHMAN, Mr. Chairman, I would not ask for that. I
do not think it would be courteous in me to ask for unlimited
time, when there are many other gentlemen who desire to
speak, and who can only secure limited time. I do not wish
to be unfair to any other Member. 8

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GaArp-
wEr] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. CusaMAN] have time in which to conclude his re-
marks. Is there objection? No objection is heard, and the
gentleman from Washington is granted time in which to con-
clude his remarks. [Applause.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. I thank the gentleman from Michigan for
his kindness and the House for its courtesy. I will endeavor
not to impose upon your good nature by prolonging my speech
to an unreasonable length.

Those remarks which I have just read were the remarks which
my friend from New York [Mr. PAYNe] made on the floor of

this House when we had before us for consideration the bill
which was to place coal on the free list for a year. He said’
he brought it forward at that time merely as an emergency
measure, Well, there is no similar emergency in this country,
to-day. I have a high regard for that gentleman. But it does
not lie in his mouth to question my Republicanism, because
when I raise my voice to-day for a tariff on coal I am preaching
the doctrine which he himself taught me. [Applause on the Re-
publican side.]

I am bound to say that it fills me with some alarm when the
gentleman from New York even looks toward the Democratic
side of this Chamber. He first repudiates a Democratic doctrine
entirely. Then he accepts it temporarily on the ground of
emergency. And then he swallows it whole, Which reminds
me of the lines of the poet:

Vice is a monster of so frightful mien,
As to be hated, needs but to be seen;
But seen too oft’, familiar with her face,
We first endure, then pity, then embrace.

THE TARIFF ON LUMBER.

Now, I want to speak for a few moments on the subject of
lumber and in relation to the tariff. The present tariff on com-
mon lumber is $2 per thousand feet. If this Payne bill in its
present form shall become a law it will reduce the tariff on
common lumber from $2 to §1 per thousand feet.

The other day when I objected to this reduction the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Pay~Ne] said with evident feeling
that I would better accept that reduction or lumber might go on
the free list entirely.

That reminds me of an incident that happened in the good
old State of Iowa a good many years ago:

On a very hot summer day there was a small boy hoeing
potatoes in a farm lot near the roadside. A very fine, magnifi-
cent looking gentleman rode by in a covered buggy with soft
cushions. He looked over the fence at the boy who was per-
spiring freely, and said: “ Bub, what do you get for hoeing
these potatoes?”

And the boy said, “I get nothin’ if I do—and hell if I don’t!”
[Laughter.] :

Well, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that that incident pre-
sents a very graphie picture of the mental attitude of my friend
from New York in reference to the lumber schedule.

He proposes to give me nothing if I submit—and something
worse if I don't. : 2

I asserted on this floor that the witnesses who came before
the Ways and Means Committee and asked for free lumber did
so because they expected to get timber in Canada and ship it
into the American market for their profit. Therefore, I asserted
that they were selfish, and had an interest in the matter.

That argument of mine was answered very flippantly by the
counter statement that the Ameriecan lumbermen who were
resisting the removal of the reduction of the tariff on lumber
were likewise interested. The man who attempts to make that
comparison of * interest’ between these two classes of individ-
uals either isn’t wise or he isn’t candid.

My friends, if I wake up in the middle of the night and find
a burglar trying to break into my house, I know that he is
interested. [Laughter.] I don’t deny that. He is intent on
stealing my property, perhaps infinitely worse, destroying my
household. Of course he is interested. He has the interest of
a rapist or a robber.

But when I meet that invader at the threshold willing to lay
down my life in the defense of my home, I admit that I am
interested. Of course I am interested. But do you pretend to
compare the interest which a man has in defending his own
rights and his own home to the interests of a bandit or a
brigand who is intent on despoiling another man's home?
[Applause.]

CONGRESSMAN KINEAID ON FREE LUMBER.

Mr. Chairman, the Sixth Congressional District of Nebraska
is represented ably on this floor by a gentleman from that
distriet [Mr. KiNxam].

I have known him for many years. Something like twenty
years ago he and I were in a sense pioneers in that region,
Therefore, I have the kindest personal feelings for him.

Some of his political ideas, however, do not impress me in a
similar way. He comes from a great prairie State where farm-
ing is supreme, but where they have no forests of any great
consequence,

My friend is, or at least claims to be, a Republican, who be-
lieves in protecting American labor and American industry.

On the 22d day of February, 1909, that distinguished gentle-
man put into the CoNerESsIONAL ItECcoRD a very adroit and able
speech, in which he freely admitted and feelingly portrayed the
splendid benefits which had come to this Nation from the pro-
tective tariff policy.: He vowed that he was in favor of continu-
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ing that protection on the products of the State of Nebraska—
but he was in favor of placing lumber on the free list,

The inconsistency and transparent selfishness of a declaration
of that kind ought to defeat itself.

The gentleman attempted to justify his inconsistent position
by saying that protection was well enough when afforded to an
“infant industry,” but that the lumber business had grown be-
yond the stage of infancy. I wonder if the gentleman is willing
to apply his own logic to his own industries. I find on the pro-
tective tariff list to-day the following articles and items, all of
which are produced in Nebraska, and which are on the high end
of the tariff list—and none of these relate to an industry that
is in its infancy:

[At this point Mr. Cusaman displayed on the floor of the
House the following chart.]

CHART No. L.—“Infant industries ¥ of Nebraska.

Rate of
tariff,

Payne bill
P o A X R M R PR SRR S e §30. 00
e R A S e e e L iy S R e do0.... $1.50
E T R e e e Lo i iy el A do.... $1.50
Corn.. er bushel.. $0.15
Pouliry per ponnd. .| §0.03t0%0.05
S e e i oo e s do.... $0.05
[ e e e (e s e e R e L A e per cent ad valorem.. 271
R o Tl S S o P it wrrn F e Ty Y ek $y RE T F R e BE per bushel.. $0.25
R e e e e S R B X 4 e 1 1 e 1 T P P per ton.. $4.00

This chart shows a few of the protected “ infant industries "
of Nebraska. [Laughter.]

Mules. Great Lord, nobody will contend that the raising of
mules is an infant industry. [Great laughter.]

People have been engaged in raising mules since the days
when Balaam wandered with the Children of Israel and sad-
dled his ass on the plains of Moab on this side of the Jordon.
[Laughter.]

Hogs, protected by a tariff of $1.50 per head. No well-
informed man will claim that the raising of hogs is an “ infant
industry.” People have been engaged in that industry ever
since the Biblical swine ran down the steep place into the sea.

Sheep, protected by a tariff of §1.50 per head. The raising of
sheep is not an “infant indusiry.” Men have been engaged in
raising sheep since and before the days when Lot tended the
flocks of Abraham on the plains of Canaan.

Corn, protected by a tariff of 15 cents per bushel. The raising
of corn is not an “ infant industry.” People have been raising
corn ever since Joseph went down into Egypt and cornered the
corn crop in the days when there was no Sherman antitrust

law to stay his hand or interfere with his enterprise. [Laughter
and applause.]
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was wheat, [Laughter.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. They called it corn.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. They call it corn, but they do not
know what they are talking about.

Mr. CUSHMAN, Well the Bible calls it corn. But if it was
wheat instead of corn it is all the better for my argument on
this bill, because wheat is protected by a higher tariff than corn,

Poultry. I also see there is a tariff on chickens, 3 to 5 cents
per pound. Now, the raising of chickens is not an infant in-
dustry. People have been raising chickens on this planet since
the cock crew after Peter had thrice denied his Master.
[Laughter.]

Now, if the eminent gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KiNgam]
wants to apply the logic of infant industries to all the schedules
of this bill, then he and his industries are off the map before
we start, because his industries were old—indeed they were
venerable—before the world ever heard the music of a band
saw or listened to the hum of a shingle weaver.

Yes; I lived in Nebraska years ago. And there comes to me
to-day, rising like a beautiful phantom from those broad and
sunlit prairies, the most touching and beautiful memory of my life.

In all the years that have intervened, when I have heard that
prosperity had reached the old home in Nebraska, it filled my
heart with joy and satisfaction. I was glad to learn that the
gentleman and his people were all prosperous.

I make no onslaught on his State or her industries, and it ill
becomes him to make this onslaught upon lumber, the chief
industry of my State.

At one place in his speech the gentleman from Nebraska
turned loose this wonderful piece of original wisdom. He said:

“ The manufacture of lumber, Mr, Chairman, has become overdeveloped
because, as I contend, that when the consumption of any product is
much greater than its production it is essentially overdeveloped as far
as & resource to be continually drawn upon is concerned.”

XLIV—32

To my mind that is the most remarkable specimen of dis-
torted logic that I ever read. The ordinary man would say
“that when the consumption of a product was much greater
than its production” that that particular industry was under-
developed and not overdeveloped.

But, Mr. Chairman, a great many years ago I learned that
when a person makes up his mind to do a thing that he wants
to do, that he is not overparticular regarding the logic that he
uses to justify his action.

I recall the old fable of the wolf who stood by the stream
when the lamb came down to drink. The wolf said to the lamb:
“ You have muddied the water that I am drinking, and I am
going to eat you up.” The lamb replied: “ That can not be, be-
cause I am standing in the stream below you and not above
you.” Whereupon the wolf replied: “ Well, I am going to eat
you up, anyway.”

That fable did not state what kind of a wolf that was.
But since I have discerned the great similarity of logic between
the arguments of the gentleman from Nebraska and the logic of
that animal, T am willing to bet that the animal mentioned in
that story was a genuine Nebraska wolf.

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kinkam] in his speech
made complaint because the price of Jumber has advanced in
the past few years.

If the price of lumber has advanced any faster than the price
of farm products, then the fact has escaped my attention.

The people in his State are complaining because lumber pro-
duced in my State is high in price.

And the people of my State are complaining because the food
products which we buy from his State are so high in price.

In my town, Tacoma, Wash., I pay 50 cents for a dozen eggs.

I pay 45 cents a pound for butter. :

I pay 65 cents for a spring chicken, and other prices in
proportion.

My friend from Nebraska does not complain because the price
of farm products have soared into the sky. On the contrary, he
poili:tts to that as an evidence of our wonderful advance in pros-
perity.

But when the price of lumber goes up he thinks it is time
that the Government should rise up and smite my industry.

In the very next paragraph of his speech the gentleman from
Nebraska said that lumber had not risen in any case 100
per cent, then admitted that stumpage or standing timber
had rigen in many instances 1,000 and 2,000 per cent.

This standing timber is what the sawmill man has to buy to
make the lumber out of.

And yet Mr. Kingamn complains that lumber had advanced
from.64 to 77 per cent which was made from standing timber
that cost the mill man an advance of 1,000 and 2,000 per cent.

These statements which the gentleman placed in the Cox-
GRESSIONAL Recorp in his speech absolutely refute the very
conclusions which he attempts to draw therefrom.

He tries to make out that the price at which the millmen
sell lumber is the thing that controls the price of standing
timber, whereas it is the price at which the standing timber
is held which fixes the price of lumber.

Will the gentleman contend that it is the price of flour that
controls the price of wheat? He knows that it is the price at
which wheat is held that controls the price of flour.

I would not for the world say anything bitter about my good
friend from Nebraska. But if ever there was a man who has
a bad attack of twisted figures and inverted logic that man is
the gentleman from the Sixth Congressional District of Ne-
braska.

The gentleman also complains bitterly of the rise in the price
of lumber in the last seven years, but I looked in vain in his
speech for any complaints about the rise in the price of farm
lands in Nebraska during the same period.

He puts into his speech a table showing the rise in the price
of several kinds of lumber.

His table covers a period from 1899 to 1906, which is a period
of seven years. Let us examine this table of his, which is as
follows :

Advanced—

dgzesal
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You will note that none of these lumber prices of which he
complains have advanced 4s much as 100 per cent in these
geven years.

How much, sir, has farm land advanced in price in the State
of Nebraska? Mr. Kingam and I both lived in that region many
years ago. I lived in Rock County, and that was part of the
judicial district over which he then presided as judge.

When I left Nebraska I went to the Pacific coast. I guess it
was six or seven years before I wandered back that way for a
vigift. And when I got back to Rock County, Nebr., on that visit
all my old friends told me how much the value of lands had
risen since I had gone away; land values in that region have
advanced 100, 150, and in some cases 200 per cent.

T have never complained because the price of farm lands and
farm products in the State of Nebraska have soared into the sky.

I do not begrudge the people of Nebraska one whit of the
prosperity they have enjoyed. I hope it may eontinue and
increase.

Why, then, does my Nebraska friend attack the chief industry
of my State, the produet of which has not advanced in price as
rapidly as much of the farm lands in his own State?

Now, if the values of farm products and farm lands have
increased about as much as lumber has increased in the same
time, then it is manifest that the farmer has no just complaint.

I desire at this time to exhibit another chart, which is as
follows:

Yalues of farm produce and sfock at the farm.

[Yearbook, Agricultural Department, 1907.]

Increase

1900, 1902, 1904. 1906. 1907. since
1800.

Per cent.

§0.619 | $0.63 §0.924 | $0.667 $0. 874 4.1

. 357 .408 40 .399 616 44.5

. 258 . 807 .813 .317 H3 7.6

8.80 9.08 8.72 10.37 11.68 3L3

44.61 58.61 67.93 80.72 98.51 109.4

5355 67.61 78.88 98.31 11216 109.2

5. 0 7.08 6.16 6.18 7.62 52.4
2.93 2.66 2,50 8.54 8.84 31

18 ATE . 4568 511 By jv 43.1

0724 0828 .0873 L1008 104 43.6

Farm values: Real estate and buildings.

Year 1900, Year 1905, m}’ereen;

Groups of States, ‘ear ear crease in
five years.

§321, 6569, 562 Ptrcr?ti‘

242, 884, 169 5.9

1,140, 405, 566 35.8

414, 721, 646 40.7

158, 198, 663 89.2

You will see by examining that chart that in these seven

years during which gentlemen complain that lumber has ad-
vanced that there has also been a wonderful inerease in the
price of the farmer’s products. These have not been “seven
Jean years” for the American farmer.

There was (as shown by my former chart) no increase in the
price of any kind of Iumber in these seven years that reached
as much as 100 per cent. Wheat increased 41 per cent; corn
increased in price 44 per cent; oats increased in price 71.6 per
cent; hay increased 31 per cent; and mules—I ask particular
attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crarx], for I
am talking about his product now—mnules have increased about
109 per cent in price.

Now, then, I ask any man to look these two charts in the face
and then say whether the price of lumber has risen unfairly
and out of proportion to other products in the United States—
including the products of the farm. And I also call attention
before I leave this chart to the fact that not only the price of
farm products has risen, but the price of farm land has risen as
well. This chart shows the advance in the price of farm prod-
ucts during seven years, but it only shows the advance in the
price of farm land in five years. That is because the Agricul-
tural Department only take the farm values once in five years—
and the next date will therefore be in the year 1910.

Afr. BEUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield for a
gquestion?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourf. I understand the gentleman to
gay that there has been a great increase in the value of farm
products. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not true, and if

statistics do not show the faet, that, for the ten-year period
beginning 1895 and ending in 1904, as compared with the
ten-year period just before that, the total loss to the farmers
of this country in the six great cereal crops was great enough
to pay half the national debt?

Mr. CUSHMAN. No, sir; I do not have any such under-
standing.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I say the statistics of the Census
Department will show it, and the gentleman can find them.

Mr. CUSHMAN. It is a matter of notorious and ecommon
Enowledge among all men that, in recent years, the price of all
farm products has advanced wonderfully. I said a while ago
it is possible to juggle with figures and prove almost anything.
During the very period the gentleman has mentioned we have
had all the outward evidences of prosperity, and during that
time the price of farm produets has been so high——

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I repeat the statement, that dur-
ing the ten-year period referred to the loss to the farmers by
depreciation in the value of the six great cereal erops alone, as
compared with the average price for the ten years next preced-
ing, was half enough to pay the national debt.

Mr. TOWNSEND. What was the period?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 1805 to 1904, compared with the
ten-year period .

Mr. CUSHMAN. I will frankly say that I never heard that
statement before, and without intending any reflection upon the
gentleman I do not believe it to be the fact. It is the common
knowledge of all men that shortly affer 1894—about 1897—all
prices in this Nation began to rise, and rose very rapidly all
the time up to 1904, and past that date.

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly.

Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman says from 1894 fo 1904.
Now, in 1896 I sold, as well as the rest of the farmers in Ne-
braska, corn at 9 cents a bushel, but it has been four or five
times that high since.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; and we sold shingles in the Siate of
Washington at from 80 to 90 cents a thousand, and they are
about twice that high now.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A few years ago, under a Republi-
gznl administration, we burned corn in Nebraska and Kansas for

el.

Mr, HINSHAW. I have lived in Nebraska for the last
twenty-two years—from 1887 up to the present time—and we
have pever burned corn at all, notwithstanding that it went as
low as 9 cents a bushel. [Applause on Republican side.]

PRICE OF HOGS ADVANCES FASTEE THAN PRICE OF LUMBER.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I would like to show you at this point the
newspaper advertisement of an Iowa lumber yard that to my
mind is the most convineing argument that I have seen on this
question of the price of lumber.

Here is the newspaper advertisement :

PRICE OF THE FARMER'S HOGS ADVANCES FASTER THAN PRICE OF LUMBER.

[Columbus Safeguard, the leading newspa of Louisa County, W.
Whetstine, editor, Columbus Jt?nrctlon. Iowa.] N E.

YES, LUMBER IS HIGH, BUT LET THE POREER FIGURE A LITTLE FOR YOU.

When everythi was
cheap it took twgsblg fel-
Iaw:g llk: g:e. 8%'5 %ulr:g
ea a cen

1,000 feet of lumber.

Now it only takes two Ittle fellows like
225 pounds each, to buy the same 1,000 feet.

You can better afford to build a house or barn now than then, and
it will please
REANEY & ELiisoN
to load the Ilumber.

Mr, Chairman, Columbus Junction, Yowa, is a little city
located on the Iowa River in Louisa County. I have been
familiar with that town and ifs people for the past thirty-five
years—as the town is near my grandmother’s farm.

The Columbus Junction Safeguard is a weekly newspaper
that has been published in that tewn for thirty years or
more. The town Is located in the midst of a typical
Iowa farming commumnity. The farmers haul their produce

in_to town and sell it for top-notch prices, and then sit around
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and “cuss” and discuss because the price of lumber has gone
up some.

Reaney & Eliason run a lumber yard in that town and sell
lumber prinecipally to the farmers.

The picture which I have displayed was the paid advertise-
ment of these lumber-yard men in the newspaper. And I assert
that this hog picture answers most convincingly the farmer’'s
complaint that the price of lumber is advancing faster than the
price of farm commodities, because the farmer can get more
lnumber now for a given amount of pork than he could when
lumber was somewhat cheaper—and pork was a great deal
cheaper.

The farmer, of course, wants the price of hogs to stay up
where it is now, and at the same time he wants the price
of lumber to come down. What a dream! What a revetrie
that is.

THE DOG WHO LOST THE BRBONE.

Mr, Chairman, a great many years ago when I was a child in
school in my primer there was a picture of a dog crossing a
stream with a bone in his mouth.

There was a story about that picture to the effect that the
dog saw in the water the reflection of that bone and he grabbed
for the bone he saw in the stream and he lost the bone which
he had in his mouth.

Let me say this to the Representatives on this floor of the
great prairie States, some of whom are being urged by their
constituents to vote to take the tariff off lumber:

Your constituents are now possessing a great boon in the way
of the mighty trade which they enjoy with the lumber-producing
regions of the United States.

If they think they can reach out with one hand and take
the duty off lumber, thus destroying the prosperity of the
lumber industry, and at the same time not feel the disas-
trous effects of that action in the price of their own prod-
ucts, they will wake up to find what a mighty mistake they
have made.

I do not make the comparison in any offensive sense, but like
that historic dog they will wake up and find out that they
grabbed at a shadow which they saw, and that they lost the
substance which they had.

Great God, it seems to me that our Nation has existed long
enough and that we have all lived long enough to have learned
by experience that we all enjoy prosperity together, or we all
suffer depression together.

Whenever any man or any Representative stretches out his
hand to drag down his neighbor’s industry he may be sure that
sooner or later he will find his own industry engulfed in the
common ruin which he himself has created.

Let us not start in then to crucify one another. Let us pro-
tect with an adequate measure of protection every legitimate
industry of every section of our beloved country, and we will
all march along the blessed highway of prosperity keeping step
together.

Before leaving this chart I want to call attention to the fact
that during this same time the price of farms and farm build-
ings has increased enormously.

Now, do you contend seriously on this floor that the price of
other products ought to go up, the price of labor ought to go
up, the price of everything the sawmill man has to buy should
go up, and at the same time the price of the only product on
earth that he has to sell ought to be coming down? There
can not anybody on earth proclaim a policy of that kind and
defend it with his brains. You may appeal, gentlemen, to the
passions and prejudices of men, and that, to my mind, is one
of the most unfortunate phases of the discussion about lumber.
There never have been more honorable men engaged in any
branch of American business, nor in any branch of manufac-
ture, than the men who are engaged to-day in making lumber.
They come to us in the State of Washington from all over
the Union; they have in their veins your own blood; they came
from Michigan, from Minnesota, and some from Nebraska, and
some from the far away South, and when you rise on this floor
and attempt to inflame the minds of the people against the
men who are manufacturing lumber I say to you beware, you
are sowing the wind and you will reap some day the whirl-
wind.

Some day a spasm of popular reform will attack your par-
ticular industry, and then the seeds of discord and malice which
you have sown will spring up like the crop that grew from the
dragon’s teeth to annoy you. Men have endeavored to make
the American people believe that the American lumberman is
a kind of monster, like Attila, the Hun, who boasted that the
grass never grew where the foot of his war horse had trod.
It isn’t true. [Applause.] The American lumberman is not

an agent of devastation. If any gentleman on this floor
knows of any way to manufacture lumber without cutting
down trees, I wish he would put that information on rec-
ord. [Applause.] It is necessary to a certain extent to de-
stroy a forest in order to create lumber. Let me call attention
to another thing.

Whenever a forest reserve is created, that takes off the market
the timber that is in that forest reserve. I know that it does
not do that theoretically, but I know that it does so for all
practical purposes, because I live in a State more than one-
quarter of the total area of which is a forest reserve. Yet men
have stood upon this floor on one day and thrown up their
hats and applauded when a million acres were put into a forest
reserve, and they were in favor of that, and the next day when
the price of lumber went up they yelled against that. In
other words, they yell to-day in favor of a certain policy
and they will ery out to-morrow against the logical effects of
the policy they yell for to-day. Could anything be more incon-
sistent?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask
the gentleman one question, not for the sake of controversy, but
for the sake of information, because I really don't know much
about the thing.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not the whole theory of this con-
servation of forests built up on what is supposed to be the fact
that they are going to cut and market the timber in a scien-
tific manner, preserving the crop of young timber, whereas
they claim on the other hand that the way that timber
is cut and marketed now it is a great waste of the young
trees? I am not defending anybody. I am asking for informa-
tion solely. .

Mr. CUSHMAN. That is unquestionably true that that is
the theory, and I regret to say from my own observation it does
not work out in a very practical way in my country. I con-
cede that it was conceived with good ideas and intentions.
Practically -I fear it will not work out for this reason: When-
ever you go into the forests in my State and cut down large
quantities of trees, it will be found that they stand very close
together. The foliage is heavy, it makes a heavy mass of shade,
and that protects the hillside. Almost invariably, after logging
operations have been carried on, a fire will break out in that
distriet, and it will sweep through that region, destroying every-
thing that is left, dead tops, young trees, and old trees. Men have
claimed that the Forest Service prevented and stopped forest
fires. I am frank to say I believe they do the best they can, but
I have lived in that State for twenty years, and no man ever
lived that stopped a forest fire in my State. You may pre-
vent a man from building a camp fire and thereby prevent
a subsequent fire that sweeps through the forest, but when
that forest fire once starts, it rages until Almighty God
puts it out with the rains or the combustible material gives
out.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not part of their theory this:
That by their system, whatever it is, they use up carefully these
tops that produce the forest fires and thereby do the very thing
that you say can be done to prevent them?

Mr. CUSHMAN. They try to, and I pay to them the meed of
my praises by saying they are trying to accomplish what they
can, but you can not go into an immense forest of heavy trees
interspersed with small trees and fell those big trees without
crushing and destroying many of the smaller ones. Further
than that, experience shows that while many of these hillsides
have been devastated in that way the remaining timber does
not grow nearly as well as it did when it stood in the natural
shaded condition,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand perfectly well, and
know it to be true, what the gentleman says about one big tree
breaking off the tops of half a dozen little ones. Is it not also
true that these men that are running these forest reserves have
prevented fires to a large extent?

Mr. CUSHMAN, They have prevented some fires by posting
notices warning campers to be careful about building fires. They
have posted these notices all through the woods, and they have
had a good effect. To a certain extent, I think, they have
lessened the building of fires, but they never stopped one after
it got well under way.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. One other question. Is it not true
that this same system they are trying to introduce into the
United States has been practiced in Germany and France and
some of the old countries in Europe for more that a century, and
that they have more timber now there than they had when they
started, notwithstanding the fact that they have cut a supply
of timber all of the time.
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Mr. CUSHMAN, That is largely true. The difference, how-
ever, is this: There is no comparison between a country the
gize of this and a country the size of Germany or France, If
we had a forest service in this Nation that could take care of
all the forests, prevent all fires from starting, or stop them after
they were started, we would have a pay roll in this Nation
that would stagger human imagination.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Suppose we did have a big pay roll.
If the paying out of that money on the big pay roll not
only preserved the timber, but increased the timber supply,
would not we get back the money that we pay out on the pay
roll?

Mr. CUSHMAN. If that policy did increase the supply of
timber, it would be of some benefit. But I am very skeptical
about the forest policy of this Nation as it is now administered
m?rcasmg the timber supply or bringing down the Ilumber
price.

We are spending millions of dollars every year now on our
national Forest Service—but the price of lumber is going up
instead of down. Unless we go into the forest-raising business
on a tremendous scale the population of this Nation is bound to
inerease faster than the timber supply.

The timber in the western part of the United States, with
which I am familiar, grows somewhat slowly, of course. And
yet I recall one instance that proves to my mind that the tim-
ber supply of this Nation is not in as grave danger as some
men imagine it is.

When I was in the city of Aberdeen, in my home State of
Washington, one afterncon last summer a friend of mine, Ed
Benn, took me to witness a ball game. The ball ground was in
a little valley surrounded by a sort of natural amphitheater of
hills covered with green forest. As we sat on the “bleachers”
my friend called my attention to one point of timber. He said,
“Mr. CusHEMAN, the timber was cut off that point about forty-
five years ago; I call your attention to it now.” There stood a
number of magnificent trees, some of them I guess as large as a
foot and a half thick, that had grown up during the lifetime of
one man.,

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will my colleague yleld,
although I dislike to interrupt him——

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In regard to the conserva-
tion of the forests, I wish to remind my colleague of this con-
dition, in regard to the question propounded by the gentleman
from Missouri, that the conditions are different in our State
from anywhere else perhaps in the world in that respect. After
you cut out a portion of the timber in Washington in many
districts, perhaps it is not true in all, the timber grows so thick
after a portion is gone the rest of it is very apt to be blown down
by the wind, and that is especially true in regard to the hemlock
which is mixed with cedar and fir. Everywhere you cut out the
cedar and fir the hemlock will not then stand of itself,
as it is a tall tree and slightly rooted and the wind blows
it down, and and the only conservation of the forest in
my country is you cut it off clean as you go. If you do not the
wind and fire destroy it. I know that it is not the condition
in other portions of the country, but that is frue in regard to
Washington.

Mr, REEDER. I would like to say to the gentleman, if he
will permit me, that I have been looking into the forest con-
gervation matter somewhat and I find that Switzerland, for
instance, is making a clear profit of $5 an acre on their forests
after seventy-five years of care of their forests. They are
spending about $4 an acre in caring for their forests. Of course
such care would make an immense pay roll in the United States,
but we could well afford such a pay roll in this country to take
care of our forests if we could make the same net profit as the
Swiss do, for with our great area of forests and consequent
greater expense we would yet have enough clear profit from our
forests alone to run this Government without even the sale of a

stamp.

Mr. CUSH?IAN. Well, the forests of this country, a certain
portion of them, would reproduce themselves, I think, within
fifty or sixty years.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They do down South in twenty years.

Mr. REEDER. I understood the gentleman from Maine, now
dead, one of our colleagues, stated that they secured timber in
northern Maine, when it had been used over—of course they
used it when it was rather small—in twenty years. I do not
think there is any question but what we will in a short time
learn how to use our forests as has been suggested, so that we
will make an annual profit on the forests, and I am very much
in favor of using all the lands for the forests that are mot fit
for anything else.

Mr. CUSHMAN.
call attention——

I tiink the gentleman is correct. I want to

Mr, STANLEY. Will my friend yield to me for a question?
I very much dislike to interrupt him.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly.

Mr, STANLEY, Can the gentleman from Washington give me
the figureg as to the comparative rate of destruction by fire
between government reservations and the rest of the forests of
the country—private lands?

Mr. CUSHMAN. No, I can not, and the figures even if ob-
tainable would not shed any light on the controversy for this
reason: When the Government created the reserves they went
into the States having the largest remaining forests and took
into their reserves those portions of the States where the heavi-
est timber remained. For instance, there is a map of my State
of Washington [displaying map of State of Washington]. The
green patches on the map show the forest reserve, There is
over one-fourth of the entire area of my State in the forest
reserve. These areas are largely areas that have never been
cut over, where the forests are green in their virgin form, and
there is less danger of a fire breaking out there than there is in
the areas that have already been cut over, leaving the dead tops
and other brush. It may be there have been less fires within
the Government forest reserves than outside of them. If so,
Almighty God is responsible for that condition, and not the
United States Forest Service.

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, if the gentleman will permit, the
figures produced by the Conservation Commission did show
that there had been a great saving in fire losses.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Let me say this to my friend from Ken-
tucky: I do not like to impugn anyone's veracity, and T be-
lieve that the agents of the comservation service were honest
in their ecompiliation of those figures. But I have had
some experience with forest rangers, and the chief func-
tion that some of those gentlemen have is to send con-
tinual reports to Washington City proving the absolute
necessity of their being continued on the pay roll. They put
out a good many fires in their imagination that they never put
out actually.

Mr, SHERLEY. Oh, well, we all can discount their
statements to a certain extent; but it is hardly an answer
to a statement of figures to say that a man does not tell
the truth, unless the gentleman himself can present opposite

figures.

Mr, CUSHMAN. I do not think the figures would show up as
the gentleman contends in my State. When a forest fire starts
it does not pay any atiention fo an imaginary line. When a
forest fire is raging and comes up to a place where the Forest
Service has drawn an imaginary line, the line does not deter it
for a minute. As the old colored fellow said about the train
when a man asked him if it stopped at his town, he said,
“Boss, she didn't even hesitate.” [Laughter.] That is the
way of a forest fire. When a forest fire starts in our State it
does not even * hesitate’” when it reaches the line of a forest
reserve.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Washington permit
a question?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I will

Mr. FORDNEY. In one of the President's messages during
the last session of Congress it was stated that 50,000,000 acres
of forests in this countiry were burned over every year. When
Mr. Gifford Pinchot appeared before the Committee on Ways
gnd Means I asked him if that was not a misprint. He said
that it was not, but that it meant all of the country that had any
forests. Now, the faet is, gentlemen, that there is less than
8,000,000 acres of land in the United States stripped of its tim-
ber each year for the purpose of lumber. What the President’s
message meant is that in the Southern States longleaf pine
burned over every year without any injury to timber at all, and
the area burned in that manner was taken in in those figures.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I thank the gentleman for the sugges-
tion. Bearing in mind that I must not detain the House
too long——

Mr. STANLEY. I have in mind another gquestion that I
would like to ask the gentleman. I do not care to throw any
bouquets at a trust, but I have been advised that the Inter-
national Harvester Company has tried an experiment in for-
estry, and it might be valuable both to the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. CusaMmAN] and to the Forest Conservation
Commission, if I am correctly advised. They have a forest
reservation of their own on the Mississippi River, extending up
and down that river for about 80 miles and containing an
enormous acreage. What it Is I am not advised definitely
enough to give it. It is enough, however, to supply the
immense demand of the International Harvester Company
with all the wood that it uses in its vast business, It is
in charge of the most expert foresters in the world. They
cut over that reservation every forty years—tihat is, they
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have calculated that at the end of forty years they will have
cut over if.

With each succeeding cutting they leave a more magnificent
forest than before, by a system of careful selection and preserva-
tion of the young timber. I am also advised that in the ten,
fifteen, or twenty years that they have had charge of this vast
area, containing both hard-wood and coniferous forests, they
have never failed either to prevent or to put out a forest fire of
any consequence. I would like for the gentleman to advise me
whether or not these statements are correct.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I am not familiar as the gentleman is with
the conditions to which he refers. I will say that the conditions
in the western part of this counfry, in my State of Washington
and the State of Oregon, are far different.

I am not impugning the people of our forest service when I
say that they can not put out a forest fire in my State. It can
not be done by anybody. Men have no idea of the tremendous
magnitude of those trees, and of the density of the undergrowth.
When a forest fire once starts, you might as well attempt
to take hold of the fail of a cyclone and control it as to con-
trol a forest fire in our State. It simply burns until it
burns out.

Mr. STANLEY. One other question, Mr. Chairman. Does the
gentleman refer now to hard wood or to coniferous wood?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I refer to the pines and the firs in our
State. We have practically no hard woods there.

Now, I want to conclude my remarks in a reasonable time,
and I refer to the chart that I have here.

A tariff picture of the sawmill man.

What he sells:
Lumber On free list.
What he buys: Payns bill taﬂ#.
Engines 5 per cent.
Boilers 45 per cent.
Machinery 45 per cent.
Stl‘:neks for logging cars___.45 per cent.
Band BAWS- e 5 per cent per Ecnnd and 20 per cent,
TOSSCH et 5 cents per foo
Mill saWs - 3 cents per foot.
Pit and drag sa .8 cents per foot,
Circular_____________20 per cent.
All other saws___—_-__25 per cent.
Belting:
Cotton and rubber._._30 per cent.
Leather for—————_—_.___0 per cent,
Axes 45 per cent.
Hatchets_____ . _____.40 per cent.
s Ut % cent und
ek shuiiethee. per pound.
Small chains_________ 13 cents per pound.
Iron plpe————————————__% cent per pound.
2 cents per pound.
Harness 35 per cent.
Emeriv‘ wheels___________ 25 per cent.
15 cents per pound.

I want to state in the first place that across the top of this
chart I have written “A tariff picture of the sawmill man,
what he sells and what he buys.” I am aware that lumber is
not placed on the free list in the Payne bill. But I am aware
that there are many men in this House that think that lum-
ber ought to be placed on the free list in the Payne bill,
Therefore, I have drawn this little chart to give you some
kind of an idea of what situation the lumberman would
be left in if lumber were placed on the free list. You can
not expect——

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to
jnterrupt him?

Mr, CUSHMAN. Certainly.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does that chart give the ad
valorem on machinery at 45 per cent?

Mr. CUSHMAN, Forty-five per cent.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have paragraph 468 of the
Payne bill—

Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, rea
and planters, mowers, horse rakes, cnltlmtors,
cutton gins, 15 per cent ad valorem.

Is that only sawmill machinery?

Mr. OUSHMAN. I refer only to sawmill machinery. This
chart, when it says “lumber on the free list ”—I am aware that
lumber is not on the free list in the Payne bill in its present
form, and it is not expected to put it on the free list, but I
draw this chart in order that men on this floor may have some
kind of an idea of the situation the mill man would be in if
his product is placed on the free list. Lumber is the only thing
he produces. It is the only thing he has got to sell. And out
of the price of his product he must secure the money with which
he buys everything that goes into his industry. He must buy

agricultural drills
ing machines, and

his machinery and his food supplies and everything of that
kind. Look at this chart and you will see everything that a
sawmill man has to buy is on the high protective tariff list. No
man could look that chart in the face and vote for free lumber
withont his check mantling with the blush of shame. [Ap-
plause,]

I do not ask for anything unfair here; I only ask for the same
measure of protection of our industries that I am willing to
afford to the gentleman from EKentucky in his.

Mr. SHERLEY of Kentucky. When “the gentleman from
Kentucky ” asks for protective duties for something because it
is in Kentucky, then he will be willing to accept the gentle-
man's statement.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I do not think the gentleman will do thaf,
because he does not belong to the same political school that I
do. I am fond of the gentleman from Kentucky, which State
is famed for fair women, fast horses, and fine lignor. They tell
me, sir, they produce whisky in Kentucky so fine that a man
has to shut his eyes when he takes a drink, because if he looked
at it it would make his mouth water, and that would spoil the
drink! [Great laughter.]

Now, then, gentlemen, I call your attention, not only to the
ordinary tariff duties that are imposed here, but to the extra-
ordinary duties that are imposed on everything the sawmill man
has to buy.

Mr., STANLEY. While the gentleman is talking about pro-
tection of Kentucky industries, I want to remind him that that
same whisky cheerfully stands a tax of $1.10 a gallon, that
horses have been put out of business by the operation of law—
and I am not complaining of that— that Kentucky women
will never ask for any protection until the angels in Heaven
enter a beauty contest against them. [Great laughter and ap-

plause.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. To all of which I cheerfully agree.

I do not wish to worry the committee with a continual
display of charts. I only wish to say in explanation that
one reason I prepared these charts is I think in a cer-
tain sense it saves time. The chart speaks to a man’s
mind through his eye. When you are falking to an audi-
ence you can only reach the mind through the ears, but when
a man can look at a chart he can grasp through his eyes
the comparative statement of the figures contained there-
on.

Now, then, I have another chart here that I have entitled:
“Tariff picture of the sawmill man; what the sawmill man
sells to the farmer; what the farmer sells to the sawmill man.”

A tariff picture.

What sawmill man sells to the farmer :
Lumber On the free list.

What farmer sells to sawmill man : Pﬂy‘m]z] Mél tarif].

Horses and mules
Cattle ?ﬁ
Hogs per hem!.
Fresh beef l cents per pound.
Bacon and hams 4 cents per pound.
Poultry. 3tob cents per pound.
Flour 25 per cen
Wheat 20 cents per bushel,
Corn b cents per bushel.
Oats 15 cents 'per bushel,
Hay 54 per ton.
Potatoes 25 cents per bushel,
Butter £ cents per und.
KEges__ 5 cents per dozen.
Ounions. 40 cents per bushel.
Apples 25 cents per bushel.
%ﬁnnm gomnt% per pouﬂd

one cents per gallon.
Wmly 3 to 36 cents per pound.
Cabbages - 2 cents each.

I call attention to these fizures because I think they are im-
portant. ~

Here is a chart showing almost every known product of the
American farmer protected by a tariff as high as the pyramids;
the farmer's prices for his products have soared into the sky;
he is willing and anxious that the tariff shall be continued on
his ow;lt. products—but he thinks that lumber ought to be on the
free li

Every product mentioned in this list is a product which the
sawmill men of my State buy from the farmers, and they buy
large quantities, too.

And so far as I have observed the sawmill men always pay
cheerfully for what they buy, too. They expect to get a decent
price for their lumber, and they are always willing to pay
everybody else a decent price for his product.

The lumber men of this Nation are to-day standing in an en-
tirely consistent position. They are willing that the labor and
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the products of other men shall continue to be protected, and
they likewise ask protection for their own product.

The people who are inconsistent are the people who desire
to retain protection on their own product and take all protec-
tion off lumber. ;

I say to you that if the Iumber men of my State occupied as
inconsistent a position as some other people do in this contest
I would desert their cause in a minute. [Applause.]

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman seri-
ously contend that those tariff schedules on the natural and
inevitable products of Nebraska are of any benefi§ to the people
of Nebraska or any compensation to them whatever for the enor-
mous burden they bear by reason of the great tariff on coal and
lumber and on the products which they must buy from eastern
factories?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I do; and I will ask you if the tariff did not
benefit the Nebraska people and their products, what price did
they get for those products when you and your Democratic
party were last in power? [Applause on the Republican side.]
Did they get the same prices they are getting now?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to tell the gentleman that we need
no protection, and we are selling those products in competition
with all the world to-day, in all parts of the world, without
the protection of any tariff. The prices we get are based
on the prices in the countries to which we export our sur-
Eilus, as you very well know. [Applause on the Democratic

de.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. Let me say to the gentleman that he only
shows one side of the picture. When industry is universal in
the United States our working people have money to buy, and
then we consume at home the largest portion of what is pro-
duced at home. But when labor is out of work and has no
money to buy, that forces abroad an ever increasing part of
your products, and that brings down the price. [Applause on
the Republican side.] The gentleman talks about the market
of the world as if we had nothing to do with it. The biggest
factor on earth in controlling the market of the world is either
prosperity or poverty in America.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to say in reply to the gentleman
that the question is not whether we can get prices for our
western products, but whether enough western products can be
raised to feed the world.

Mr. CUSHMAN. How did it come, then, that the people of
this Nation, when you and your party were in power, rose up
and kicked you out because they did not like the way your
policies affected the Nation.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I reply to the gentleman that the tariff
on hogs and corn and wheat has nothing to do with the case.
It is like the flowers that bloom in the spring.

Mr. CUSHMAN. That may be your judgment; it is not mine,
My friend from Nebraska [Mr. Kinkan] wanted lumber on the
free list, because he thought the price of lumber was too high.
The people of Nebraska are complaining because they say lum-
ber is too high; but the people of my State are complaining
because the price of the products that they get in Nebraska are
too high. I say to you, my friends, that this is a proposition
that reaches you as well as me, This is a mighty industry in
this Nation. It employs

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska.
to ask him a question?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly.

Mr, KINKAID of Nebraska. I want to ask the gentleman
from Washington whether the State of Washington is not self-
gustaining as to its breadstuff? I will ask him if it is not one
of the greatest wheat-producing States in the Union, pro-
ducing wheat over a very large area and of an excellent
quality? I will further ask him if it does not export big
quantities of wheat? I will likewise ask him if it does not
raies a great many cattle, more than enough for home con-
sumption?

Mr. CUSHMAN. If the gentleman will just step around here,
I happen to have prepared a chart that answers his question
perfectly. I call his attention to this chart:

RECIPROCITY.
Farmers® sales of products and purchases of lumber for the year 1908.
Iowa sells fo Washington :

Will the gentleman permit me

Dy Byt e
an rk, ete_ A
s Bris s e 0. 006
Corn and its products 250, 000
anfn; & 3, 260, 000
Iowa buys from Washington:
T.ulﬂrber and shin legt 1, 600, 000
Trade balance in favor of Iowa 1, 660, 000

Bales of farmers’ products to State of Washington, year of 1908,
[Estimated total of all products.]

Nebraska .l $6, 375, 000
Wisconsin L SR 9, 850, 000
North and South Dakota 500, 000
Towa___ 4, 060, 000
Kansas 2, 475, 000
Minnesota 5, 800, 000
Ohlo___ e 5, 000, 000
Indiana 4, 000, 000
Illinois 8, 750, 000

Total (i plete) Sen ———- 4T, 810, 000

This chart shows very graphically the “reciprocity” that
exists between the sawmill man and the farmer. In the first
place, I put at the top of this chart a statement regarding the
amount of lumber that the Towa people bought from the State
of Washington in the year 1905—8§1,800,000 worth of our lum-
ber went that year into the State of Iowa—but during that
same time we people of the State of Washington bought of Iowa
farm products practically three and a quarter million dollars’
worth, leaving the great balance in favor of the Iowa farmer
of $1,660,000. In that single year the Iowa farmer got more
than twice as much monéy out of the State of Washington as
ke sent into it. [Applause.]

This chart was not large enough to permit me to make a
detailed showing of the reciprocal trade of each of these States
with the State of Washington, but the chart does show the
total of your products whick we buy, and in every instance the
figures which relate to Iowa will be borne out in the other
States. We buy about twice as much of your products as you
buy of our lumber.

I call the attention of the gentleman from Nebraska to the
fact that we bought of the products of Nebraska in the last
year over six and a third millions of dollars’ worth, and we did
not sell into Nebraska during that time one-half that much
lumber.

And, sir, when you tear down the lumber business and the
sawmill industry of this Nation for the benefit of the Nebraska
farmer, I bid you remember Samson of old:

He pushed the pillars out from the temple to destroy the
Philistines, but most of the bricks lit on him/!

I say to you that when you get through destroying the saw-
mill industry of the State of Washington, you will find that
most of the wreck lit on you and your people, and I won't put
any crape on my hat either! [Great Ilaughter and ap-
plause.]

The State of Washington is a great producing State; we do
produce lots of wheat and other products, but lumber is our
big industry. The lumber industry in my State is not only
larger than any other single industry, but it is larger than all
the other industries combined. Do you wonder that I am
interested in this subject?

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska.
question?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I will

Mr., KINKAID of Nebraska. A few years ago the Pacific
coast shipped but very little lumber east of the mountains to
the prairie States, but the amount of lumber which the Pacific
coast has been shipping east has been constantly increasing, as
the forests east of the Rocky Mountains and east of the Mis-
souri and Mississippi rivers have been becoming exhausted.
As the lumber product in the east has been decreasing, com-
mensurate with that have the shipments from the Pacific coast
been increased to the eastern country. It is not just what has
oceurred heretofore. That is not a fair criterion. There is
rapidly taking place a great change in conditions. The lumber
product first came from the Northeast——

Mr. CUSHMAN. I thought you said you wanted to ask me
a question, and not to make a speech in my time.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska., Perhaps this is going too far,
and if I am to answer the gentleman from Washington, who is
making a very able and creditable address upon the lum-
ber question, perhaps it would be more fair for me to
defer and ask the privilege of taking the floor at some other
time.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I have no disposition to cut the gentleman
off ; the House has been kind to me in giving me unlimited time,
but T have been on the floor for more than two hours, and there
is a limit to my strength, if not to the indulgence of the House,
I hope to conclude within a reasonable time now.

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will yield to me, I am in the
same trouble he is. I live in a lumber district, and I want to
ask two or three questions bearing upon this subject.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I will gladly yield to the gentleman for a
question, and answer it if I can, although I am not putting
myself forward as a great lumber expert,

Will the gentleman yield for a
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Mr. SIMS. I will make a statement of faets, so the gentle-
man will understand: The Tennessee River runs through my
district from the south to the north. Time out of mind a large
business has been done on the Tennessee River by cutting and
rafting logs to Paducah, on the Ohio, and te Cairo, at the mouth
of the Ohio River, and to other points between. The raftsmen
buy timber all up and down the river from the farmers or who-
ever will sell it, then they transport it by rafting down the river
to the sawmill man. Now, I get a letter from the timberman
and he says, “ If you take the $2 tariff off it will come off my
timber, because the raftsman will give me $2 less for my logs.”
That looks reasonable. Then I get a letter from the raftsman
gaying, “ If you vote to take the tariff off it will come off of we
raftsmen, because the farmer and the landowner are able to
hold their timber for higher prices, while we must continue onr
business in order to live.” And then I get a letter from the
sawmill man, who is a real manufacturer, and he says it will
all come off him, because he can not get his logs any cheaper,
but he will have to sell his Inmber cheaper because of competi-
tion with Canada.

Now, I do not know which of these gentlemen is right, or
whether either of them is. Taking it all together, I would like
to have the gentleman’s opinion as to whether the removal of
the duty will come off the man who owns the timber, or the
man who prepares it and gets it to the mill, or the millman
who saws it.

Mr. CUSHMAN, The man don’t live who ean accurately
and absolutely answer that question.

Mr, SIMS. Then, you see, I am up against a pretty hard
proposition. [Laughter.]

Mr. CUSHMAN. In all human probability the loss would be
borne largely by the man who ewned the timber. But the exact
situation of the timber, and the freight rate on the product when
sawed into lumber, and other elements, including distance,
would all be matters that would have to be considered in each
case.

The pathetic feature of the whole thing is, in my judgment,
that the loss would be borne chiefly by the timber owner, and
some of it by the sawmill man, but the duty of $2 on lum-
ber would be entirely absorbed by the retail dealer in many
instances, and the consumer would get no relief. I do not
believe that the ultimate price of lumber when it reached the
consumer would be less, even if the tariff were removed, but it
would be sufficient in my judgment to put the sawmill man out
of business in my State. You may say that is rather strange
logic. I admit it. But under an actunal trial that is just what
happened under similar cireumstances to the coal-mining indus-
try of my State when the Wilson bill reduced the tariff on coal
to 40 cents a ton. The coal didn't get any cheaper to the con-
sumer, but it put the coal miner out of business, because it
closed up American coal mines in my State.

Mr, SIMS. Upon the theory of a protective tariff, supposing
we are going to make this bill on that theory, have we any right
to vote for protection on standing timber that has cost nobody
any labor, hut which has grown in value like the interest on a
mortgage?

Mr. OCUSHMAN. A great many men seem to have the idea
that as timber is a kind of natural product, that it never cost
anybody anything, and that you can go out into the forest
and pluck bunches of shingles off the trees like you can

ick bananas in a tropical forest. That is not correct. The

riff on lumber was not placed thereon for the purpose of
increasing the value of the timber, but tfo protect the wages of
the men who manufacture that timber into lumber. It is
true that the tariff has operated to a small extent to raise
the price of timber, but chiefly it has operated to protect
American wages.

My observation is that while timber may have grown in the
first instance in response to the command of Almighty God, that
it is very expensive to hold affer a man acquires it. The tax
on standing timber in my own State is something enormous.
That is where the Canadian has another advantage over us.
In the first place labor in Canada is cheaper than in the United
States. In the second place, the timber can be bought in Canada
Tor a cheaper price than it can in the United States. And last,
they do not have the exorbitant taxes to pay that we do. When
they buy timber in Canada they do not buy it outright as we do.
They get a timber lease from the Canadian government. They
hold these leases for many years, and they only pay for the
timber as they cut it, and in the meantime they don’t pay taxes
on the standing timber as we do. In my State you pay taxes on
standﬁing timber every year, and likewise in all other States in
our Union.

Recently a man called my attention to two instances—two
tracts of timber, one on the Canadian side and one on the Amer-
ican side, appreximately the same acreage and about the same
amount of standing timber in each traet. The man on the Amer-
iean side paid $90,000 in taxes in one year on his timber; on the
Canadian side of the line the total eost for taxes was about $300
per year. .

Now, I referred a moment ago to this chart showing the reci-
procity between the farmer and the lumberman, because I
think it is most interesting.

My friend from Missouri [Mr. Crasx] said yesterday that
he wanted the price of lumber to come down, so the farmer
could get Tumber cheap, in order to build a home.

The tariff on Iumber is only $2 per thousand feet. You can
build an ordinary house large enough for a man and his wife
and two children with 10,000 feet of lumber. Therefore, if
the tariff of $2 per thousand were removed, and the home
builder got all the benefit of that removal, he would only save
$2 a thousand on 10,000 feet, or $20. He would save $20 once
in his lifetime.

For the farmer usually builds oue house and one barn in
his lifetime—but he raises a crop to sell every year. [Ap-
plause.]

When you get ready to save the farmer and the wage-earner
that $20 on the house that he builds, you will rob them of ten

times that much in wages and depreciated products every year,’

and five hundred times that much in a lifetime. You will find
that you are saving at the spigot and losing at the bunghole.
You are taking away from the laborer more in wages and tak-
ing away from the farmer more in markets than either gain
in the transaction. [Applause.]

I listened with interest and amazement when my friend said
he wanted to smite Weyerhauser and my friend Mr. MeCor-
mick, because they were large timber holders, They are both
estimable men, and I am glad to know them—and they had
more sense than I had.

They bought the same timber which I might have bought if
I had had sense enough. I hope the time will never come when
I will raise my voice in an attempt to confiscate the property
that another man honestly acquired because I did not have sense
enough to buy it when he did.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. I will ask my friend if there was
not something else he and I both lacked besides brains in this
Iumber transaction, and was not that the money to buy?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; I will admit that there was a little
temporary embarrassment on my part in that connection.
[Laughter.]

Weyerhauser came fo America in an emigrant ship when he
was a boy. He has wronged no man and defrauded no man.
His rise from poverty through his own efforts ought to be the
subject of congratulation and not abuse.

Mr. McCormick is an honored citizen of my home city of Ta-
coma. When he began life for himself as a typical American
boy he had no fortune save his two willing hands—not a dollar
in money. His career has been both honorable and successful,
and it ill becomes us to speak lightly of him. His neighbers
in Tacoma think well of him, and so do I.

There are a very few large timber owners in this Nation, and
when my friend from Missourl [Mr. Crarx] tries to smite those
few timber owners he will find that he has hit in the face
800,000 laboring men who carry dinner pails and make their
living out of this industry. [Applause.]

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS OF WOOD PRODUCTS.

Many men who want the tariff taken off lumber frequently
say, “ We are exporting more wood products than we are im-
porting.” A wise man once said that, “A half truth was worse
than a whole lie” That very aptly characterized this state-
ment.

It is true that we are shipping out of the United States more
timber and wood produets than we import.

The truth about it is, that so far as imports and exports of
Inmber and shingles are concerned the big end of that business
is between the United States and Canada.

There are certain woods in the United States which Canada
does not have to any extent, yell